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Wert 
LETTER 
ANONYMUS, 


In Anſiver to his Three LETTERS to 


Dr. SHERLOCK about 


Church-Communion:. 


SIR, 


' Am very ſorry, that my Silence and Patience has + 


« been miſtaken by you tor an affront: and negle&'; 
which is ſuch a provocation, as I find ſome ſort 
of great minds cannot bear. 
- But yet that you may havea little mercy, I ſhall give 
Fyou a brief account of the reaſon, why you had not an 
Anſwer before. | fy 
.- I did not anſwer your firſt Letter in ſo publick a 
manner as you deſired, becauſe I believed your Ob- 
:eQioris were &uch, as! no body was concern'd in but 
your (elf and I cannot'think- it decent to trouble fo 
numerous an Auditory” with. every particular - thans 
conceits. I did not anſwer your Second Letter, be- 
-cauſe by the Temper and Spirit of it, 1 eaſily forefaw, 
that it would end in a publick Qyarrel; and if I muſt be 
an Print, I henceforth reſolve to Corre& the Preſs my 
elf, and not-to many an to Print my private 
Letters 


12m. 
T-.R. 
SSERK 


(2) 
Letters for me. But yet I called at Mr. R's Shop, whi- 
ther you dire&ed me, ſeveral times, to have Invited 
you to a private HI_ bur could never ſee him, 
ls Cocktectly metihim in the ſtreet, the ſame Y 
I received The” preſent of your Printed Letters. The 
reaſon why I Printed thoſe Diſcourſes, which you 
heard me Preach, was becauſe they were deſigned for 
the Preſs, before they were deſigned for the . Pulpit, 
and before I dream't of your terrible Queries ; and 
were Printed and Preach'd exa&tly by the fame Copy, 
excepting the IntroduCtion to fit them to a Text, which 
you know is very convenient for a Sermon. And the 
reaſon why I ſent you one of thoſe TraCQts, when it 


was Printed, was ,becayſe I dad hope; you might haye 
had underft ing eadvph, apoga cþgta rout of 
When it ſay before* you, to have aftfwered thoſe Ob- 


jxQtions which you made againſt it, ar the firſt hear- 
ing. 
nd now Sw, I come to conſider the Contentgof 
your Firſt Letter ; you have: made ſome Repetitionzpf 
what I Diſcourſed, and a very good Repetition to be done 
by memory, which gives you the commendable Cha- 
racter of a diligent and attentive hearer: but when'you 
bed the Diſcourſe before you in Print, you. ought not 
then to have depended upon your memory , ; but fo 
have given me my own again in my own words and 
order, and with that dependance and connexion, in 
which the whole ſtrength of that Diſgourſe conGfits. ; 
and to have applied your. es: diſtintly to thoſe 
parts of the: Diſcourſe ,: which they related to: Had 
ou done” this, you would either have been able to 
e reſolved your own Queries, or woukd more effe- 
tually have convine'd _me of my miſtake, or /at leaft 
have given your Readers better fatisfaction in the pet 
tinency of what you fay; but now pou have onely 
given 


(3J] 
given us a heap of Queries, which it is no'cafie matter 
to know to what they relate. 

As for your Repetitions, the Reader who defires fa- 
eisfadion may compare them with what T have writ, 
which is exattly the fame with what I Preach'd : and 
as for your Queries, you know how eaſie a thing it is 
to ask Queſtions ; however, I will endeayour to find 
out to what they! belong, and give as plain'and ſhort ap 
Anſwer'to them-&sTcan ; for T-afſare: you,” T am not'at 
teaſhre now to write 2 long Book uponthjs Argyment, 
end therefore: tt is a great comfort: to me, that rhere'is 
| "After your Repetition'ef what you could tenember, 
orwlnt yourtiought Arts take notice of iamySerman, 
yonpive us 2 very miſtaken Sutmary of it. 
ob o ſum up (fay you) what 7'take to be the force of all P- 4 


fs. , 
- The Apoſtles and their Succeſſors were by our "Saviour 
inveFied with a er of receiving Members into” his 


' Church upon his Terms, and with ſuch Rites as they ſhould 


think fit ; and they who are = ſo receryed _ the Charch;, 
have no right to the ble is d tothe Mew- 
rn /+Sor lanbeas Fa polean ter 

© This Power is by an uninterrupted | Succeſſion, derived 
pon the Governours of onr National Charch, wherdfore all 
others, that pretend to the exerciſe of this Power within 
this Nation, are Uſurpers ; and all the Latty Baptized by 
their Paſtors, not berng | duly admitted into any particu- 
!ar Chirth, are ſo far from Being Members of Chrift's 
Body, that they are ®ſurpers and Traitor to'that Power, 


' which is derived from him im a right line. Darus hic 


Sermo. 8 

"Had you not told theWorld imyour Title-Page, that 
you are a Lay-man,” to make your Triimph over, a 
poor undone Dr: of Divinity the more glorious, OE 
| B 2 ; ve 


Reſolut. 
of Caſes, 
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[4] 
have taken you to be the Founder of ſome new SeCt of 
Conjectural Divines; and truly you are ſo happy in 
your guelles, that I believe few-men will ever. be able 


to out-do you in this Art. For there is not one+ward 


of all this matter in that Diſcourſe, which you pretend 
to ſum up, as it was delivered by me. That to which 
you ſeem to refer, is contained in cap pet Pops ph, 
which I ſhall Tranſcribe, and leave the: mol fractal 
Reader, to try his skill to. ſam it up as; you have done. 
Having before aſſerted , that God onely-can - Conſtitute a 
Church, Tadded, 4d I think it is as plain, that the on- 
ly vifible way God has of Forming a Church (for I do not 
ow {pa of the Iryifible Operations of the; Divine Spirit ) 
is by granting; a. Church-Covenant, which is the. Divine 
Charter whereon. the Church is Founded, and inveſting 
Some perſons with Power and Authority to receive others 
into this Covenant, according to the terms and conditions 
of the Covenant, and by ſuch Covenant-Rites, and Forms 
of - Admiſſion, as: he is pleaſed to Inſtitute; which | under 
oy Goſpel is Baptiſm, as under the Law it was Circum- 
cifion. TY? 

I was diſcourſing of Gods viſible way. of Forming a 
Church, which I aſſerted to be by granting a Church- 
Covenant, which is that Divine Charter-on which the 


Church is Founded ; but - then leſt any one ſhould 


queſtion, how men are admitted into this Covenant, 
T added, that God had inveſted ſome Perſons with 
Power and Authority. to. receive others into this :Cove- 
nant -by Baptifm ; and: by receiving, them into Cove- 
nant, they make them Members of that Church, which 

is Founded on this Covenant. BY 
Now what of all this will any ſober Diſſenter deny 2 
Here is no diſpute, who is inveſted-with this Power, 
what form of Churck-Govyerament Chriſt Inſtituted, 
whether Epiſcopal or Presbyterian ; here is no Dp 
about 


Inns _ 
— ——_— 


C5] 
about the validity of Orders, or Succeſſion, or in what 
caſes Baptiſm may be valid, which is not Adminiſtred by 
a valid; Authority 3+ This did not IN: 
gument, which proceeds upon a quite differeat Hypo- 


theſis, viz. the neceſſity of' Communion with the one 


Chutch and Body of Chriſt, for' all thoſe who' are, -or 
would be owned to be Chriſtians ,'- or Members. of 
Chriſts-Body. I make. no! inquiry, by. whom-they 
have:been Baptized, br w - they were, ri 
Baptized or not; but taking all theſe things for gran 
I 10quire whether Baptiſm do not make us Chur 

Members ; whether it makes us Members of a Particu- 
lr-or Univerſal Church ; whether a Church-Member 
be not bound to''Communibn- with the whole: Catho» 
lick Church; - whether he. that ſeparates - from. any 
ſound part of the Catholick Church, be not a Schif 
.matick from the whole Church ; whether we be-not 


bound to maintain conſtant Communion- with -that 


particular Church,” in which we live, ' and with which 
-we can, when we pleaſe; Communicate. occafionally; 
whether it be conſiſtent with Catholick' Communion, 
to communicate with ewo Churches, -which' are in 


.2 Nate. of - Separation from each other :'; if, you; have 


to ſay. to theſe matters, you: ſhall have- 
fir hearing ; but all your Queries, which, proceed up» 
on a miſtaken Hypotheſis of your own, do not concern 
me; and yet to oblige you, if it be poſſible, I ſhall 
briefly conſider them.”  ; -- | | 

x. Your firſt Query is, Whether a Pious Difſentev 
fuppoſed to. he recerved into the Church by ſuch as he 
believes to be fully inveſted with ſufficient Power, is in as 
Bad a condition as a Moral Heathen, or in a worſe thau 


4 Papiſt. 


.any thing 


asf 


% 
> 2. 
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Anſ. The Catholick Church has been ſo indulgent to 
Hereticks and Schiſmaticks, as ro: determine againſt the 
Neceſſity of 'Rebaptization , 4f they have been ' once, 
though irregularly baptized; 'This-you may find a ipar- 
tieularaccount of, itt the Vindication of the Defence of 
Dr.-Sri7. p.2.2. &c. But che. queſtion is, . whether if 
they continue Schiſmaricks, whatever their other pre- 
ences '£0- Picty be; their Condition be not as: dange- 
rous, : as' the Condition! of Moral Heatliens and Pa- 

iſts. e | + its ' 
oþ 2. Whether the' Submiſſion to the Power and Cenſares 
this Church, (which all muſt own to be a ſound Church) 
part of the Divine Covenant, which Vnites the Members of 
the Cathotick Church to God and to each other. * 

' Aff. This is# captions queſtion,which muſtbe diſtin. 
ly anſwered. A general Submiſſion' and Obedience 
to the Authority and Cenfures of the Church, though 
it cargnot properly be called a part of that Divine Cove- 
nant whereon the Ohurch is. founded, which primarj- 
ly reſpeCts the promiſe of Salvation by Chriſt through 
Faith in his Bloud ; yet it is a neceſſary Church-Duty, 
and Eſſential to Church-Communion, and fo may be cal- 
led a part of the Covenant, if by the Covenant we un- 
derſtand all' thoſe Duties which are required of bapti- 
26d Chriftians, and Members of the Church, by a Di- 
- vine poſitive Law, as Obedience to Church-Governours 


Ber 7 

But rhen Obedience to the Church of Zuglae i 
notan univerſal Duty mcumbent on'all Chriſtians, but 
onely- on thoſe,” wineh'are, or onght to-live, in''Obe- 
dience-towhis particular Church : for the particular ex- 
erciſcs of Chateh- Authotitie and Juriſdi@dion is confi 
ned within certain limits, as of neceſſitie it muſt be-and 
though all Orthodox Churches muſt live in Communion 
with each other, yet no particular Church can pretend 


ro 


UMI 


(7] 
to any original Authority over another Church, or 
the Members of it, as is the conſtant Doftrine of Pro- 
teſtants, in oppolition.to the Uſurpations of theCharch 
of Rome. But 1 perceive Sir you know nodifterencebe- 
tween-the Authority and Power, and the Communion 
of the Church. 

But you add, If it be, then as he who is not admitted 
into this'C m_ is no Member of the Catholick, and has 
0 right to the benefits of being a r of Chriſts : 
ſo bo with every = ho ieexcluded by Church-C == 
though excommunicated for a ſlight contempt or neglet, nay, 
for a wrongful cauſe. 

Truly Sir, I know not how any man 1s admitted 
into the Church of England, any otherwiſe than as he 
1s admitted into the whole Catholick Church, vzz, by 
Baptiſm, which does not make us Members of any par» 
ticular Church, but of the Univerſal Church, which 
Obliges« us to Communicate with that part of the Cs- 
tholick Church wherein we live ; and whoever hives 
in 'Exz/axd, . and renoances. Communion. with ' the 
Church of Exgland, is a Schiſmatick 'from the Cathc- 
lick Church. 

And. whoever 'is Excommunicated from one found 
part of the Catholick Church, is Excommunicatediirom 
the whole, But then, there is this difference berween 
Excommunication and Schiſm; the firſt is a. Judicial 
Sentence, the ſecond is a Mans own Choice ; the firſt- 
is got valid unleſs it be inflicted for 2 juſt" cauſe, the fe- 
cond is always valid, and does in its-own- nature cut 
Men oft from all Communion with-Chriſts Body. 1 fay 
in its own Nature, for I will not pretend to-determine 
the final States of Men, for I know not what gracious 
allowances.God will make: for ſome Schiſmaricks, no 
more than [do:whad favour he may allow reother Sik- 
ners. \ þ | SOUL gs Ain 

But 


[8] 
+ But you proceed. If it be no part of the Divine Cove- 
nant, fa a Man that lives here. may be a true Member of 
the Catholick Church, though he 1 not in Communion with thu 
Sound Church. | : 

This is another Horn of your formidable Dilemma. 
If Obedience to the Authoritie and Cenſures of the par- 
ticular National Church of Exgland is no part of the 
Divine Covenant, then thoſe Baptized Chriſtians, who 
live in England, are not. bound to the Communion of 
the Church of Eng/and, and may be Catholick Chriſtians 
for all that. As if becauſe the SubjeRts of Spain are not ' 
bound to obey the King of Exg/and, therefore Engliſh 
Men are not bound to obey him neither, but may be 
very good Subjedts for all that. ; 

We are bound by the Divine Law, to live in Commu- 
nioh with all true Catholick Churches, and to obey the 
Governours of the Church wherein we live; and there- 
fore though Obedience to the Church of Exg/axd be not 
a Law toallthe World, yet it isa Law toall Engliſh Chri- 
ſtians inhabiting in this Church. But your way of argu- 
ing is, as if a Man ſhould fay,It isa Divine Law to obey 
Civil ws trates, but there is no Divine Law that all 
the World ſhould bow 4 the King of E » France or 
Spain, therefore French or Engliſh SubjeQtsare not bound 
to obey their own Prince. Oh. what comfortable Do» 
Qrine is this to ſome Men ! 

You proceed. But you will ſay ( which I think is not 
.much to the queen) that he ought to Communicate, if Com- 
-mwnion may be had, | 

; Yes, I dofay this; and I believe by this time you ſee, 
or at leaſt others will. ſee, that it is much to the queſti- 
; But then Query whether the Diſſenters may not reply that 
they are 4x ember the ” ak; rh ry 
with ſome things, which are no part of the Divine Covenant. 
2if Yes, 
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Yes, they may replie ſo if pleaſe, or Anorymus 
for them ; but hoon does rk replie is _—_ 
and impertinent. It is weak, becauſe Obedience to Au- 
thority,inall lawful things, is in a large notion part of the 
Divine Covenant : And it is very impertinent, becauſe 
the Suppoſition of Communicating, where Communion 
may be had, fuperſedes that Query, For Communion 
cannot be had, where there are any ſinful Terms of 
Communion-: and though Taſfert, that the Church muſt 
be founded on a Divine Covenant, I never faid, that no- 
thing muſt be enjoyned by the'Church, but what is ex- 
preſs'd in that Covenant. A Corporation, which is foun- 
ded upon a Royal Charter, = know, may have Autho- 
ritie to make By-Laws, which ſhall oblige all the Mem- 
bers of it, and fo are Terms of Communion with itz and: - 
yet it is the Charter, not theſe By-Laws, whereon the 
Corporation is founded. I was not concerned to Ex- 
amine the Terms of Communion, ( that is, and will be 
done by other hands ) but, ſuppoſing nothing ' Sinful 
in our Communion, whether all Chriſtians, that livein 
this Church; are not bound to live in Communion with 
it. 

Q. 3. Your next Query concerns the Derivation of 
Church-Power from Chriſt himſelf, without any im- 
mediate Derivation from other Charch - Governours; 
which does not at all concern my Doftrine of Church- 
Communion ; for whether it be ſo or fo, ſtill we are 
bound to maintain Communion with all ſound parts of 
the Catholick Church ; fo Church-Authoritie be Deri- 
ved from Chriſt any way, it is well enough, but then 
we muſt be ſure that it is ſo: and if Chriſt have appoin- 
ted no ordinarie way for this , but by the hands of 
Men, who received their Authoritie immediately from 
himfelf, I know not who can appoint any-other 
way. 


C But 


Vindicat- 
P.54. & Cc. 
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But may not a Lay-man preach the Goſpel and ga- 
ther a Church in a Heathen Country , where there is 
none of the Clergy to do it? I ſuppoſe he may ; and if 
you pleaſe to conſult the Vindication of the Defence of 
Dr. Stilling fleets Unreaſonableneſs of Separation , p. 
331, &c. you will finde. this caſe largely deba- 
ted 


But it ſeems it doth not fatisfie you, that this be al- 
lowed onely incaſe of Neceſſity, tor then up ſtart two o- 
ther Queries. 

- 1. Whether this will not put the being of our Church « 
on a very hazardous iſſue, and oblige your ſelf to prove, that 
it was a true Church before the Reformation ? 

'Auſ. This is no hazard at all, for the Church of Ex- 
gland wascertainly a true, though a corrupt, Church. bes 
tore the iReformation, as the Church of Rome is at this 
day. A true Church is that which has every thing Ef- 
ſential to the being of a Church, though mixt with ſuch 
other Corruptions, as .make its Communion dangerous 
and ſinful, asa Diſeaſed Man is a true Man ; and remove 
theſe Corruptions, and then it is not onely a true, but a 
ſound Church, as the Church of England is at this day. 
And it you will not allow this, I doubt, Sir, all private 
Chriſtians will be at as great a loſs for their Baptiſm, as 
the Church will be for Orders. But the caſe of a True 
and Sound and Catholick Church, if you pleaſe, you 
=w_ ſee Stated inthe fame Book to which I reterred you 
betore. 

And. thus - your - ſecond Query is anſwered , that 
though this Church was Aatichriſtian. before the Re- 
formation, : yet there was not the ſame Neceſlity for 
private Chriſtians to uſurp the Miniſterial Office with- 
out a regular Authoritie, as there is for a Lay-man -in 
aHeatheo Nation, becauſe.an Antichriſtian, that _ 
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moſt. corrupt Church, retains the Power of Orders, as 
well as of Sacraments. | | 

As for that Independent Principle, that Chriſt has.in- 
ſtituted a Power in the Church ro ordain her own Offi- 
cers, you may ſee it Examined in the Defence of Dr. $r3/l. 
@nr. of Sep. p. 305, &c. 

But what now is all this to me? Idon't charge our Dil: 
ſenters with Schiſm from the Invalidity of theur Orders, 
but for their cauſeleſs and ſinful Separation. Let usſup- 
poſe, that they have no need of any Orders, or that ſuch 
Orders as they have are good, or that they had Epiſco- 
pal Orders, and were Governed by Biſhops of their own, 
as the Donatiſts were, yet they would be never the leſs 
Schiſmaticks for that, while they ſeparate from the 
Church of Exg/and, and from each other. If Orders be 
neceſſary, and they have no Orders, then they are no 
Churches at all ; it they have true Orders, and are truc 
Churches, but yet divide Chriſtian Communion by Se- 
parating from any Sound part of the Chriſtian Church, 
they are Schiſmaticks. es 

4. Q Whether from the Suppaſition, that there oo 
to be but one Church-Covenant throughout the Catholi 
Church, that there cannot be one true Church within angther, 
and that the. Nature of Cathelick-Communion is. ſuch, that 
one ought to be ready to Communicate with any Sound 
Church, from which one is not hindred by reaſon of the Di- 
Rance of Place ? it do's not follow. | M 

Anſ. Fair and Sofily !: let us firſt conſider the Syppo- 
ſitions, before we conſider what follows from them; for 
you have ſo miſ-repreſented, ſo curtailed theſe Propoſi- 
tions, and ſo mixt and blended things of a different .Na- 
ture, that it is neceſſarie to reſtore them to their true 
Gan and proper Place again, before we can; tell.what 

ollows. | ; 


I aſſerted, that the Chriſtian Ghurch is founded upon 
2 8 * 


ol. 
> -4 8. 
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a Divine Covenant, and ſince God hath made but one . 
Covenant with mankind in Chriſt Jeſus, therefore there 
can be but one Chriſtian Church throughout the World, 
founded on this one Covenant. 

Having explained the general notion of Chxrch-Com- 
munion, which fignifies no more than Church- Fellowſhip and 
Society, that to be in Communion with the Charch is to be 
a Member of the Church, | came to enquire, what made a 
Separate Church. For if there be but one Church aud one 
Communion, of which all true Chriſtians and Chriſtian Chur- 
ches are or ought to be Members, then thoſe Churches, which 
are not Members of each other, are Separate Churches. 
And for a fuller explication of this, I obſerved ſeveral 
things. 

o That there muſt be but one Church in one Place, Be- 
cauſe there is no other Rule of Catholick-Communion, but to 
Communicate in all Religious Offices, and all Atts of Govern- 
ment and Diſcipline, with thoſe Chriſtians with whom they 
live. For to Renounce the Ordinary Communion of Chriſti- 
ans, or true Chriſtian Church, is to divide the Unity and 
Communion of the Church ; and to withdraw our ſelves from 
Ordinary Communion with the Church in which we live, in- 
to diſtinft and ſeparate Societies for Worſhip, is to Renounce 
their Communion, and when there is not a neceſſary cauſe for 
it, is a Schiſmatical Separation. 

And alittle after I added, If all Chriſtians are Members 
of the one Body of Chrift, nothing can juffifie the diftin 
tion of C briffions into ſeveral Churches, but __ ſuch a di- 
Fance of place, as makes it neceſſary and expedient to put 
them under the Conduft and Government of 7 lar Biſhops, 
for the greater Edification of the Church in the more eafie and 
regular Adminiftration of Diſcipline. And therefore nothing 
— the gathering a Church out of a Church, and di- 
viding Neighbour-Chriftians into diftinft Communions. 


Now then let us conſider what follows. 


I, 


[13] 

x. You fay, either that the French Proteſtants have 
no Church here, but are Schiſmaticks in not Communicating 
with ours; Or that ours is guilty of Schiſm, in making the 
_ of grew ym. v] that it is not the Duty of 

one (t a licenſed Stranger) to Communicate 
with this Church. 7 

Anſ. | any Foreign Church among us, which by 
Royal Favour is allowed the Obſervation of their 
own Diſcipline and Rules of Worſhip, Renounce Com- 
munion with the Church of E»g/and, or Communicate 
with our Separatiſts, the is Schiſmatical her ſelf; as 
the Proteſtant Churches in Fravce, Geneva, or Holland 
would be, ſhould they do the like. But if there beany 
reaſon to allow thoſe Foreigners, which are among us, 
to Form and Model their Congregations according to 
the Rules of their own Churches to which they original- 
ly belong, this is no more a Schiſm, than there is be- 
tween the Proteſtant Churches of France and Exg/and, 
which own each others Communion. 

A bare Variety of Rites and Ceremonies. makes no 
Schiſm between Churches ; our- Church pretends not 
to give Laws to other Churches, in ſuch matters, but 
leaves them to their Liberty, as ſhe takes. her own : 
and why an Eccleſiaſtical Colony may not for great 
reaſons be Tranſplanted into another Church, as well 
as a Civil Colony into another Kingdom, while they 
live in Commumon with each other, I cannot tell; It 
is a different thing to gather a Church out. of a Charch, 
and to Tranſplant ſome Members of one Church into +- 
nother (maintaining the ſame Communion, though with 
ſome peculiar and different uſages) with the conſcnt-of 
the Church to which they come. 

The caſe of Strangers and Natives has always been 
accounted very different, both upon a Religious and Ci- 
vil, account : Every particular National Church has 

| Authority 
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Authority over her own Members, to dire& and Go- 
vern her own Communion, and preſcribe the Rules of 
Worſhip; but as ſhe does not Impoſe upon other 
Churches at a diſtance, ſo ſhe may allow the fame li- 
berty to the Members of ſuch Foreign Churches, when 


they live within her Juriſdiction, without breach of * . 


Communion: for tho the Communion of the whole 
Chriſtian Church is but one, and all true Catholick 
Churches are Members of each other, yet the Authort- 
ty and Juriſdiction is different ; every Church challeng- 
ing a peculiar Authority , which it exerciſeth in its 
own Communion ; and therefore for the Church of 
England to ſuffer Foreign Churches to obſerve their 
- own Cuſtoms and Uſages, is not to allow of diſtin& 
and ſeparate Commumions in her own Bowels, ( which 
were Schiſmatical, ) but onely to exempt ſuch Con» 
gregations of Strangers from her particular Juriſdiftion, 
and to leave them-to the Government and Authority of 
the Church to which they belong, 

There was no ſuch thing indeed allowed in the 
Primitive Church, as diſtin Congregations of Foreig- 
ners under a different Rule and Government; and it 
were very deſirable, that all Chriſtians who have oc- 
caſion to live .in other Countries, would conform to 
all the innocent and laudable cuſtoms of the Church 
where they ſojourn, which ſeems moſt agreeable ta Ca- 
tholick Communion; but yet diſtin& Congregations of 
FOrcgparh who'own the Communion of our Church, 
tho they obſerve. the cuſtoms of their own, are not 
Schilmatical, as the Separate Conventicles of Diſſenters 
are. 

2. But does it not follow from the obligation to com- 
municate,..or to be ready to communicate with any true 
Church where diſtance does not hinder, that a Member of 
the Church of | England is not obliged to conſtant Commu- 
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wion with that Church, but may occaſionally communicate- 
with the French Church, nay wich Diffenters tos, if he be- 
lieves that any of their Congregations is a true Member of 
the Catholick Church 2 

Anſ. This is a great Maſtery of Wit, to turn my 
own Artillery upon me. I prove the Diſſenters to be 
Schiſmaticks , becauſe they ſet up a Church within a 
Church, whereas there'ought to be but one Church and 
one Communion in one place, every Chriſtian being 
bound to Communicate with the ſound part of the 
Catholick Church in the place wherein he lives ; for 
according to the Laws of -Catholick Communion; no- 
thing but diſtance of place can ſuſpend our obligation 
to actual Communion; Hence you conclude, that we 
maſt Communicate with Schiſmaticks, if there be any 
among us, or ſo near to us, that diſtance does not hin- 
der our Communion. But you ſhould conſider, that 
our obligation" to Catholick Communion does equally 
oblige” us to renounce the Communion of Schiſmaticks: 
whetlier at home of abroad; and tho we ſhould allow 
them'to' be true Churches, yet if Schiſmatical, they are 
nor Cathplick Churches, and therefore not the objects of 
Catholick-Communion., i 24 ant ou 

But 'however, we tmay lawfully Communicate with: 
the French Church that” is ataong us--as occaſion 
ſerves. Yes, no doubt we may, becaule they are in: 
Communion with us. ' But then follows the Murder- 
ing conſequence, that a Member of the Church. of | Eng-" 
hnd is not bound to a conſtant ' Communion with her. 1 
pray , why ſo? every Member, -as a Member, is in 
conſtant Communion ; for to be in-Communion with R/1. of 
a Church', is to-be a Member of - it, 'as I pro- (2 P: 
ved at large » but then Church-Commmunion 'does- * 
nvt pringarily 'reſpe&' a Particular but 'the Univerſal'p: 13: 
Church, and rheretore- it 'is no interraption- of our 

Communion 
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Communion with the Church of Exg/avd to Commu- 
nicate aftually with any Church, which is in Commw- 
nion with her : for as all Chriftians, who are neither 
Hereticks nor Schiſmaticks, are Members of the Ca» 
tholick Church, fo they-are in Communion with the 
Catholick Church, and every ſound part of it. The 
Staie of Communion is conſtant with the whole Ca- 
tholick Church, the a&ts of Communion are performed 
ſometimes in one part of it, ſometimes in another, as 
our preſence, abode, or occaſions, require; and thus 
it is poſſible aQtually to Communicate with the French 
Church, either m Eng/ayd or out of Eagles: without 
interrupting our Communion with the Church of Exg- 
laxd; for the Communion is one and the fame in all 
Chriſtian Churches, which are in Communion with each 
other, though they may obſerve different Rites and 
Modes of Worſhip. 

And this I ſuppoſe is a Sufficient anſwer to that o- 
ther untoward conſequence, that if the Members of the 
Church of England may occaſionally Communicate 
with the French Church, then Conſtant Communion is not 
always a Duty, where occafional Communion is lawful; 1 
ſuppoſe, becauſe we are not bound to a conſtant 8a- 
Qual or preſential Communion with the French 
Church, though we may occaſionally Communicate 
with it. 

- But certainly, Sir, Had you ever conſidered, whar 1 
diſcourſt about conſtant and occaſional Communion, you 
would not have made ſuch an ObjeCtion as this: For this 
is a Moderndiſtin&ion, which has no ſence at the bottom, 
as I plainly ſhewed. But however, by conſtant Com- 
munion, our Diſſenters underſtand the performing the 
Ads of Communion, always or ordinarily in the ſame 
Church ; and by occaſional Communion, performing the 
Adsof Communion ſometunes, or as occaſion gt lon 
another 
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another. Church ; now with reſpett 'to 'this Notion of 
conſtant or occaſional Communion, as it ſignifies the 
conſtant and ordinary, or the Occaſional Ats of Com- 
munion, muſt that queſton be underſtood,- whether Con- 
ſtant Communion he a Duty, where Occafional Communion 
is Lawful ; the meaning ot which queſtion is this, whe- 
ther when other reaſons and circumſtances determirie 
my Perſonal Communion Ordinarily to one Church, 
it be not my Duty to Communicate ordinarily withthar 
Church, if Lean lawfully Communicate ſornetimmes with 
it : and there being no'other redon to juſtifis nvt-Com- 
munion with any Church with which I am bound for 
other reaſons Ordinaril y toCommunicate, but oriely 
Sinful Terms.of Communion, and there being. no Co- 
lour for ſuch a Pretence, where occafional Corfimutiion 
is acknowledged Lawful, ( for Sinfut Terms of Com\- 
munjon make: occaſional as well as conſtant As of 
Cammunion Sinful ) I hence conclude, that it is a necef{- 
ay to Communicate conſtantly or ordinarily 
with that Church in which IT live, if it be Ia 
to Communicate ' occaſionally , or ſometimes , with 


it. i/; YE 

But if any Man will be ſo perverſe as to underſtand 
this Queſtion, as you now do, not of the Communion 
ja Gamed whictt for Dare ee GRIT 

mmunicate Ordinarily with, but of asy 
with which 1 may Lawfully Communicate as oecafion 
ral it makes it an abſurd ary ey ries ry A 
ay, that ;conftant Communion \ by thi wing pre. 
ſential ' and »perſotal Commindion ) rahraye'a thity: 
where occaſional Communionis lawful. Fofat this rate, 
if occaſional Communion with the Proteſtant Church 
 <& (of France 5: Geneva, _— Germany,” be Lawful, 
it becomes. s.necaiary Duty fot me t6 Cor C 
always. perfbnally\und 'preſencionally with —_—_— 
ehl- | D ur 
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Churches at the ſame rime, which no man can do, who 
can be preſent but in one place at a time. But yet thus 
far the Propoſition holds univerſally true, that whatever 
Church I:can occaſionally Communicate with without 
| Sin, 1 am alſo bound to Communicate conſtantly with, 
whenever ſuch reaſons , as are neceſſarie to determine 
my Communion to a particular Church, make it my Du- 
tie todo ſo. And no man in his Wits ever underſtood 
this Queſtion in any other ſenſe. 

 -; But this you think cannot be my meaning ; For accor- 
cording to me,uo Man is obliged to be a Member of one Sound 
Church more than another, provided the diſtance is not ſo 
great, but that he may Communicate with both. 

It is wonderful to me, Sir, how you ſhould come to fa- 
ſten ſo many abſurd Propoſitions upon me; and I would 
deſire of you for the future, if you have no regard to 
your own Reputation, yet upon Principles of Com- 
mon Honeſty, not to write ſo haſtily, but to' take ſome 
Fare to underſtand a Book, before you undertake to cone 

te it. : 

Where dol ſay, that no man is Obliged to be a Member 
of one Sound Church more than of another > T aſſert in» 
deed, that no Baptized Chriſtian is a Member of any par- 
ticular Church, conſidered meerly as particular, but is a 
Member of the univerſal Church, and of all ſound Ortho- 
dox Churches, as parts of the Univerfal Church. This 
puts him into a State of Communion with the whole 
Church, without which he cannot be properly faid to 
perform, any A& of Church-Communion, though he 
ſhould join in all the As and Offices of Chriſtian 
worſhip : But is there no difference between being a 
Member of the Univerſal Church, and of all particu 
Churches, | which are Parts and Members of the Uni- 
verſal Church, and - #0 to be Obliged to be a Member of 
exe Sound Church more than of another 2 The' firſt ſup» 
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pr that every Chriſtian, whatever particular Church 
he atually Communicates in, is a Member of the whole 
Chriſtian Church, and of all particular Sound Chtirches; 
the ſecond ſuppoſes the quite contrary, that Chriſtians 
are ſo Members of one Church, as they are not of ano- 
ther ; that conſtant Communion in a particular Church 
confines their Church-Memberſhip to that particular 
Church in which they Communicate. 
—_— t the queſtion is-not, what Church I muſt be 
a Member of; tor every Chriſtian is a Member of the 
whole Church, not meerly of this or that particular 
Church ; but what particular Church I muſt Commu- 
nicate in : now our Obligation to Communicate in a 
certain particular Church, reſults from the place where- 
in we live; The Church in which we were Born and 
Baptized, and have our Ordinary abode and Reſidence, 
the Church which is incorporated into the State of 
which we are Natural Subjects, if it be a true and found 
Chriſtian Church , Challenges our Communion and 
Obedience. 

Now in the ſame place, there never can be any Com 
petition between two Churches, becauſe there muſt be 
but-one Church in the ſame place, and therefore there 
can be no diſpute in what Church we muſt conſtantly 
Communicate, which muſt be the Church in which we 
live. 

But.is there not a French, and a Dutch, as well as an 
Engliſh Churchin London, and ſince diſtance of place does 
not hinder, may we not: chooſe, which of theſe we will or- 
dinarily Communicate with ? 

Ln no, we have onely the Church of England 
land. The French Church is in France, and the 
Church is in Hoband, though there is a French 

- Dutch Congregation allowed in Londow. Theſe Con- 
gregations belong to __ _—_ Original __ 
an 
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and are under their Government and Cenſures; but there 
is no Church-Power and Authority in Eng/and, but on- 
ly of the Church of Exg/and, and theretore though we 
mgy occaſionally Communicate with the French Con- 
gregation, our Obligation to conſtant Communion. is 
with the Church of Eg/and, which alone has Authori- 
ty and Juriſdition in Exg/and to require our Commu- 
nion and Obedience: :. one /particular Chureh is diſtin» 
guiſht - from another 'not by a diſtin and ſeparate 
Communion, which is Schiſmatical, but by diſtin& 
Power and Juriſdiction ; and that Church within whoſe 
Juriſdition we live, can onely Challenge our Commu- 
nion ; and.I fuppoſe no Man will fay, that in this ſence, 
we live in the French or Dutch Church , becauſe there is 
a French and Dutch Church allowed among us. 

5. Your next Query is, Whether a trae Chriſtian, 
though not vifibly admitted into Church-Communion, where 
he wants the Means, has not a virtual Baptiſm in the 
Anſwer of a good Conſcience towards God, according to 1. 
Peter, 2. 21. 

Anſ. What this concerns me, I cannot tell, I ſpeak 
onely of the Neceſſity of Viſible Communion in Viſible 
Members, you put a queſtion, whether the want of 
Viſible Admiſſion by Baptiſm, when it can't be had, 
may not be ſupplied with the anſwer of a good Con- 
ſcience towards God. I hope in ſome caſes it may, 
' though I do not hope this from what St. Petex; faies, 
who onely ſpeaks of that Anfwer of a good Confeience, 
which is made at Baptiſm, not of that, which is made 
without it. But what God will accept of in this caſe, is 
not my buſineſs todetermie; unbaptized Perſons are no 
Viſible Members of the Church, and therefore not ca- 
pable of Viſible Communion, and therefore not concer- 
ned at all in this diſpute. 


6. Query, Why a profeſt Atheiſt, who has Been Aged. 
ef 
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zed, and ont of Secular Intereſt continues a Communicant 
with this Church, is more a Member of the Catholick Church 
than ſach as are above deſcribed. 

Anſ. Neither Atheiſts nor Schiſmaticks are Mem- 
bers of the Catholick Church. But this is a vile inſinu- 
ation againſt the Governours and Government of our 
Church, as if profeſt Atheiſts were admitted to Com- 
munion. Though poſlibly there may be ſome Atheiſts, 
yet I never met yet with one, who would profeſs him- 
ſelf an Atheiſt. If I ſhould, I aſſure you, I would not 
admit him to Communion, and I hope there is. no Mi- 
niſter of the Church of Emg/and would; and am ſure, 
no Man, who had: any kindneſs for the Church, with 
which he pretends to hold Communion, would ask ſuch 
a queſtion. 

7. Query. Whether as the Catholick Church is compared 
to a Body of Men incorporated by one Charter ſhould upon 
ſuppoſition of a poſſibility of the forfeiture of the Charter to 

[4 whole Body, by the A of any of the Officers, 
does it likewiſe follow that the Miſcarriages of any of the 
Officers, or the Church Repreſentative, as I remember 
Biſhop Sanderſon calls the Clergy, may forfeit the Privi- 
ledges given by Chriſt to his Church, or at leaſt may ſu- 
ſpend them 2 As ſuppoſe a Proteſtant Clergy taking their 
Power to be as large as the Church of Rome claim'd, 
ſhould deny the Laity the Sacraments, as the Popiſh did me 
Venice, axd here in King Johns time, during the Interditts, 
quid inde operatur ? 

Anſ. Jaft as much as this Query does, the reaſon of 
which I cannot eaſily gueſs. I aſlerted indeed, that as. 
there is but one Covenant on which the Church is foun- 
ded, fo there can be but one Church to which this Co- 
venant belongs; and therefore thoſe, who divide and 
ſeparate themlelves from this one Body of Chriſt, for» xi. of 
feit their right to this Covenant, which is made onely £49 B 
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with the one Body of Chriſt ; which I illuſtrated by 
the inſtance of a Charter granted to a particular Corpo- 
ration, which no Man had any intereſt in , who divi- 
ded himſelf from that Corporation to which this Char- 
ter was granted :; but what is this to forteiting a Char- 
ter by the Miſcarriages of Officers ? I doubt Sir, your 
Head has been Warmed with Quo Warranto's, which 
ſo afte& your Fancy, that you can Dream of nothing 
elſe. 

{ was almoſt afraid, when your hand was in, I 
ſhould never have ſeen an end of theſe Queſtions ; and 1 
know no more reaſon, why you ſo ſoon left off asking 
Queſtions, than why you askt any atall; for I would 
undertake to ask five hundred more, as pertinent to the 
buſineſs as moſt of theſe. You have not indeed done 
yet, but have a reſerve of particular Queries ; but gene- 
ral Queries are the moſt formidable things, becauſe it is 
harder to find what they relate to, than how to Anſwer 
them. | 

You have three ſets of Queries relating to three ſeve- 
ral Propoſitions, beſides a parting blow of four Queries 
relating tomy Text. 

The firſt Propoſition you are pleaſed to queſtion me 
about is 'this, That our Saviour made the Apoſtles and 
their Succeſſors Governours of his Church, with promiſe 
to be with them to the end of the World. Which T al- 
ledged to prove, that when the Church is called zhe 
Body of Chriſt, it does not ſignifie a confuſed multitude 
of Chriſtians, but a regular Society under Order and 
Government. 

Now Sir, is this true or falſe ? if it be falſe, then 
the Church is not a governed Society, is not a Body, 
but a confuſed heap and multitude of Independent In- 
dividuals, which is ſomewhat worſe than Independent 
Churches. Tf it be true, why do you ask all thefe 
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Queſtions, unleſs you have a mind to confate our Savi- 
our, and burleſque his Inſtitutions : but fince I.am con- 
demned to anſwer queſtions, | will briefly conſider them. 
1. Whether our Saviours promiſe of Divine Aſſiſtance, 
did not extend to all the Members of the Church, confider- 
ing every man in his reſpetlive ſtation and capacity, as well 
as the Apoſtles, as Church-Governours > For which you may 
compare St. John with $t, Matthew. | 

Anſ. Nodoubt but there are promiſes, which relate to 
the whole Church, and promiſes which belong to parti- 
cular Chriſtians, as well as promiſes which relate peculi- 
arly to the Apoſtles and Governours of the Church, in 
the exerciſe of their Miniſterial Office and Authority : 
but what then Chriſt is with his Church, with his Mi- 
giſters, with particular Chriſtigns, to the end of the 
World, but in-a different manner, and to different pur- 
poſes; and yet that promiſe there is peculiarly made to 
the Apoſtles, including their Succeſlors alſo.; for the A- 
poſtles themſelves were not to continue here to the end 
of the World, but an Apoſtolical Miniſtry was. 

2. Therefore Query, Whether it figniftes any thing to 
fay there is no promiſe to particular Churches, provided 
hire be to particular Perſons, ſuch as are in charity. with. 
all Men, and are ready to communicate with. any Church 
which requires no more of them, than what they conceive to 
be their Joy . according to the Diuine Covenant ? 

Anſ. It ſeems to me to bea.barder Query, what 
this Query means ; or how it'concerns that Authority, 
which our Saviour has given to his Apoſtles for the 
Government of the Church; to which this Query re- 
lates. I aſſerted indeed, that Chriſt hath made no 
Covenant with any particular, but onely with the U- 
niverſal Church, which includes. particulars. as Mem- 
bers of it; nor has he made any promiſe. to/ particular 
Perſons, but as Members of the Church, and in Com-= 
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munion with it, when it may be had upon lawful terms. 
Whoever breaks the Communion of the Church 
without neceſlary reaſon, tho he may in other things 
be a very good natur'd man, yet he has not true Chri- 
ſtian Charity , which unites all the Members of the 
ſame Body in one Communion ; and tho the Church 
may preſcribe Rules of Worſhip , which are not ex- 
preſſed in the Divine Covenant, this will not juſtifie 
a Separation, if ſhe commands nothing which is for- 
bid ; for the very Authority Chriſt has committed to 
his Miniſters, requires our obedience to them in things 
lawful; and if Men will adhere to their own private 
Fancies in oppoſition to Church-Authority , they are 
guilty of Schiſm, and had beſt conſider, whether fuch 
pride and opiniomtfycneſs will be allowed for ex- 
cue. | 

3. Whether if the promiſe you mention be confined to 
the Apoſtles, as Church-Govermours, it will not exclude the 
Civil Power. AL 

Anſ. There are peculiar promiſes made to Church- 
Governours, and to Civil Magiſtrates ; their Autho- 
=_ and Power is very diſtint, but very conſi- 

ent. 

4. What way the extent of the promiſe, whether it was 
to ſeture the whole Church, that its Governours ſhould 
never impoſe unlawful Terms of Communion, or that there 
never be a defeftion of all the Members of the Catholick 
_ but that there ſhould always be ſome true Mem- 

sP 

Anſ. The promiſe is, that Chriſt will be with them 
in the diſcharge of their Miniſtry, and Exerciſe of their 
Power, and thus is all T know of the matter ; our Saviour 
gave them Authority to Govern the Church, and this 
was to laſt to the end of the World, as long as _ an 
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Church on Earth, which is all I cited it for, and fo much 
it certainly proves. | | 

The Second Propoſition: -you raiſe 1es0N, is this. 
'Tis abſurd to gather a Church out of a Church of Baptized - 
Chriſtians. 

This I do indeed affert , that ſince the Church is 
founded on a Divine Covenant, and to be in Covenant 
with God, and tobe Members of his Church, is the ſame 
thing ; therefore Baptiſm whereby we are received in- 
to Covenant with God, makes us Members of the 
Church alſo; and this makes it very abſurd, togather -. 
a Church out of Churches of Baptized-Chriſtians, which 
ſup that they were not a Church before : inſtead 
of conſidering the reaſon, whereon this is founded, as 
every honeſt Writer ſhould do, you onely put a perverſe 
—_— on - ) 1 ſupp _ 

By which (lay you) I ſuppoſe you mean , t Men 

FA not, to Separate from ts , yo live in a diſtinit 
Church-Communion from any Church of wy Chriſti. 
ans; which I conceive needs explaining. Butif this were 
true; it were plain enough, but the fault is, that it is 
not true; for we may. Separate from any Church of 
Baptized Chriſtians, if their Communion be Sinful; 
which juſtifies a Separation from the Church of Rome, 
andanſwers your two firſt Queries. 

- But indeed the Propoſition, as aſſerted by me, does 
. not ſo much as concern a Separation from a Church, 
tet the cauſe: be what-it-will, juſt or unjuſt. For the 
Independents, who are the'Men for om_y Church- 
es, do not own, that they Separate trom any Church, 
but that they form themſelves into a Church-State, 
which they had not before, and which no Chriſtians, 
according to their Principle', have, who are not 
Members of: Independent Churches. Baptiſm , they 


acknowledge, makes Men Chriſtians at , but not 
F E ng Church» 
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Church-Members, which I ſhewed muſt needs be very 
abſurd, if the Church be a Body and Society of Men 
founded on a Divine Covenant ; for then Baptiſm, which 
. admits us into Covenant with God, makes us Members 
of the Church ; and they may as well rebaptize Chriſti 
ans, asform them into new Church-Societies. 

This I ſuppoſe may fatisfie you, how impertinent all 
your Queries are under this head. 

Your two firſt concern the Separation from the 
Church of Reme, which was not made upon Indepen- 
dent Principles, becauſe they were no Church, but be- 
cauſe they were a corrupt Church. 

3- her every Biſhoprick in England be not ſo ma- 
wy Churches within the National. Anſ. Every Biſhop» 
rick is a diſtin Epiſcopal Church, and the Union of 


them in one National Communion , makes them not ſo _ 


many Churches, within a National, but one National 
Church; which you may ſee explained at large in the 


Defence of Dr. $:i#. 7/nr. of Separation. 4 


4- And therefore Independent and Presbyterian 
Churches are indeed within the National ( Churches 
within a Church, which is Schiſmatical ) but not one 
National Church, as Biſhopricks are. 

5. And therefore tho we ſhould allow them to have 


the External Form and all the Eſſentials of a Church © 


(which isa very liberal grant) yet they are not in Catho- 
lick Communion, becauſe they are Schiſmaticks. 

6. And this is all I am to account for, that they are 
not in Viſible Communion with that one Church and 
Body of Chriſt to which the promiſes are made. But 
what allowances Chriſt will make for the miſtakes of 
boneſt well ing Men, who divide the Communi- 
on of the Church, Icannot determine. I can hope as 
Charitably, as any Man, but I dare not be fo Cha- 


ritable, as to make Church-Communion an indiffe- 


rent 


Wy | 
. rent thing, which is the great Bogd-of Chriſtian Cha: 
rity. 

dly. You take occafion for your next Queries, from 
wha | foy of the.I n Church Covent yo 
lay, Lf e, that.the Iude 
from Catholick Communion, (ae way ov their 
newcontratt, no part of the Baptiſmal vow. 

I prove indeed from t their placing 8 Church-Scate in 

a. particular explicite Covenant. between Paſtor and 
People, that they ſeparate themſelves from: the: whols 
Body of Chriſtians: for no other Chriſtian which are 
not in Covenant with them, are. Members of their 
Church, nor can they be Members of any other 
Church. AndI proved that thoſe are Separate Riſol. of 
es, which are not Members-of each; other, and. donor C9 Þ. 
own each others Members for. their. own. For the ' 
Notion. of Charch- Communion confifts 1 in Church- 
Memberſhip, and therefore no Man is in Communion 
with that, Church of -which be is-no- Member; and if 
no. Man can be a Member of a Church, but by fach.on 
ite, Independeint Covenant, then he is a Member 
of no.Church but that, with which he is in: Covenant, 
and conſequently is nz Communion-with no. Church, 
wy _ mber, by;a particular Gav it 

is a, Me A endnt-. 

be Schiſmaticks and Schiſmatical Charches, which are 
mop Communios- with each other, then all Indepen- 
dents muſt be Schiſmaticks;, for they are.in Communion 
with noas, but their. own Independent Congregations. 


Let us now hear your Queries. 

Q. 1. Whether any Ob acht\ 30: Catholick Communion 
brought in by Men, _ vat be a\meaxs of depriving Mew 
of it,. as well as Covenant or Contr ail ? 

Auſc; Yeo-iv ray, bur with this Materiah difference: 
nr" "6 

S- 


by 
” 
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Communion, - this Independent Covenant in its own 
Nature Shuts up, Encloſes, and breaks Chriſtian 
Communion- into as many Separate Churches and 
Communions, ' as there are Independent egations, 
- Sinful Terms of Communion are a juſt caufe of Sepa- 
ration; an Independent Church - Covenant is a State 
of Separation in its own Nature. - The Communion of 
the Church may be reſtored by removing thoſe Sinful 
Terms of Communion, but there can be no Catholick 
Unity or Communion in the Church under Independen- 


Q. 2. fit may, which 7 ſuppoſe you will not deny, will 
you not A 4 this gre, 6. e the Church The tive 
in more guilty than the Independents © Baptiſm you own 
is the onely thing ; which admits into the Catholick Church, 
but they require no new Covenant at Baptiſm, Ergo, they 
admit into the Church without any clog er hindrance of hu» 
mane Inventions. 

Anſ. Pray what compariſon- is there between the 
Church of Exgland and Independency > Whatever fault 
the Church of Erg/and may be charged with, as to 
its Rites and Ceremonies ( which I will not now di 
ſpute with you) yetall this is capable of a Remedy ; 
ſhe may give occaſion to Schiſm, if ſhe impoſes any 
unlawful and Sinful Terms of Communion, but yet 
the Frame and Efſentiat conftitution' of the' Church is 
not Schiſmatical ; but -Independency is Schiſnr in the 
very notion of it, and-an Independent Conventicle is 
_ capate of becoming a Member of the Cathohck 

urch. | 

But you fay, I own that Baptiſm is the onely thing 
which admits into the ' Catholick Church, i. e. whic 
makes 'us Members. of. the Univerſal Church, and alk 
found parts ofiit, and that nothing elſe is -neceſſary* 
make a Church-Member, / Very right! 1 do'own 


STTGU 
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but what is my owning this, to the Independents? For 
they donot, and willnot own it ; they admit into their 
Churches, not by Baptiſm, but by a Human and Vo- 
luntary- Covenant, and will own none for- Church- 
Members-but ſuch. Baptiſm at moſt gives Men onely 
a diſpoſition to be Church-Members, but does not make 
them Members of any Church. 

But they require no new Covenant at Baptiſm, ergo, 
th fore Fe the Church without any c .n (Teh 
of Invention, that is, they admit to Baptiſm with- 
out any new Covenant: becauſe Baptiſm does not,as they 
believe, admit into the Church, ergo, they admit into 
the Church without any clog oft human Invention. 
And yet Sir, I perceive pu do not underſtand this 
matter neither : tor though what their. praftiſe is now 
FE cannot tell, yet according to their Principles, and 
former Practiſe, _ they required no new Covenant 
of the Child to be Baptized, yet they would Baptize 
no Children, but of ſuch Parents, as were in Church- 
Covenant with them, which is the fame thing; and a 
much greater clog to Baptiſm, than the Sign of the 
Croſs, which when I know your exceptions againſt, I 
will conſider them. 

And now Sir, nothing remains. of your Firſt Letter, 
but ſome few Queries relating to. the meaning of my 
Text. Your Three firſt Queries come.onely to; this, 
whether every particular Church.may not be called the 
Body of Chriſt. I anſwer, no.doubt. but it may, and 
yet Chriſt has but one Body, ang all the ſound Church- 
& in the World are but one Body, .and muſt. be but'one 
Communion. As you may ſee -proved at \Jarge" in-the 
Defence of Dr. $t/. and the Vindication of that Defence, 
and thither I refer you, But what you mean by Chriſts 
Metaphorical Body, 1 confeſs, I cannot. tell, and. therefore 
cannot anſwer that-Queſtion. 1 4 


Your 
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Your Fourth Query, concerns the nature of Schiſm, 
which you would not have conſiſt in dividing Com- 
munion through difference of Opinions, but —_— 
want of Charity, becauſe the Apoſtle ſays, that t 
Members have the ſame care one of another. Now 
methinks in the natural Body, ſhould the Members 
divide from each other, though they ſhould pretend to 
love one another dearly, they would not be thought to 
have fuch care of one another, as the Members of the 
fame Body ought to have. The Application is-eaſy, 
and you may find this matter plainly ſtated. in the De- 
fence to which have fo often referred you. 

Thus Sir I have honeſtly anſwered all your Queries, 
whicly you ſent me im your Firſt Letter, and which 
you challenge me, and conjure me as a Proteſtant Di 
vine to an{wer Categorically in your Second; whether- 
they were ſo very conſiderable as to deſerve either to 
- Printed or Anſwered, I leave the Reader to con» 

der. : 
Your Second Letter, though it be ſomewhat Pec- 
viſh, yet creates me but little trouble. It has brought 
"ws Query, and half. of that is already An- 
wered. | 

Whether, if the nature of Catholic Communion! re- 
quires a readineſs to Communicate with any ſound: Church, 
and yet a Church obliges us to: Communicate with \that 
alone, while diftance does not hinder the occafional' aud 

went Communion with others, is not that Church guilty 
of Schiſm in ſuch an Injunition contrary to: the nature of. 
Catholick-Communion ? bh: | , 

Av. No Church-can be (6 Tuppoſed to forbid! Com- 
munion- with-any Church, whict: is in Commmumon 
with her: and as for Schiſmatical Conyenticles, which 
you-are pleaſed-to- call found Churches, it is-the Duty 
of the Church to forbid all' Communion with .chem, 

how 


4. 

how near ſocver they be. For Catholick Commugion - 
obliges us only to Communicate 'in "the Catholick 
Church, from whence Schiſmaticks have withdrawn 
and ſeparated themſelves; and whoever Communicates 
with Schifmaticks, is in ſo doing a Schiſmatick, 

Or at leaſt, (as you proceed) wu it wot impoſſible, - 
that he who Communicates ſometimes with © one trae 
Charch , ſometimes with another, can be a Schiſmatick, or 
any more than an Offender againſt a pofitive human 
Law ? : 

Anſ. 1f ſuch true Churches be Schiſmatical , he' that 
Communicates with a Schifmatical Church, 'is G 
of a Schiſmatical At; and how is it poſſible, it 
ſhould be otherwiſe? Should a Man ſometimes joyn 
with his Princes Forces , and ſometimes with his Ene-- 
mies, and Fight ſometimes on the one fide, and ſome- 
times on the other , were he a Rebel or not? To be 
ture he is a Rebel when he Fights againſt his Prince, 
though ſometimes he Fight for him. We may, and- 
ought as occaſion ſerves to Communicate with any 
Church, which is in Carholick Communion; bat where 
there are two oppoſite and ate Communions ;' to, 
Communicate with both , is like ——— on' both 
ſides; and if one be in the right , and theother in the 
wrong , ' ſuch a man cannot be in the. right ak 
Ways. 

Wal but however , be u no Schifmatick, but only av 
Offender againſt a poſitive human Law. Yes, cettainly. 
he is a Schifmatick, and an CEE nt 
human poſitive Laws, but againſt the Unuty of the- _ 
Church , and the Evangelical Laws of Catholick Coni- 
munion: pReTs CESLNE 

But rhis mention: of Law puts me in mind of a paſ-- 
ſage  or- two at the beginning of your Preface. You- 
lay, perhaps it's no abſurdity to ſuppoſe; that Men may 

<4 
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as well continue Members of the National Church ,. not« 
withſtanding their breaking many poſitive Laws, made for 
the outward management and ordering of it , though nat 
Fundamental and neceſſary to its being ; as he who in» 
curs the Aanany of any Statute of the Realm about Cruil 
affairs, may however be a ſound Member of the State, 
if he keep from Treaſon and other Capital Crimes. | 

Very. right Sir ! While 'Men continue in the Com- 
munion ot the Church, they are. Church-Members, 
though they may be irregular, and guilty of ſome Ads 
of Diſobedience ; but methinks it 1s a little abſurd. to 
ſay., that thoſe continue Members of the Church, 
who ſeparate from it : Schiſm and Separation from 
the Church , is juſt what Treaſon and Rebellion is in 
the State, and ſuch perſons by your own confeſſion 
ceaſe tobe ſound Members. 

You add, Nay poſſibly , that there ſhould be ſeveral 
Religious Aſſemblies, Irving by different Cuſtoms and 
Rules,and yet continuing Members of the National Church, 
is not more inconfiſtent, than, that particular places ſhould 
have their particular Cuſtoms and By-Laws , differi 
from the Common Law of the Land, without making a rd 
ſtint Government. 

Anſ. Whatever variety and difference in the Rules 
of Worſhip in ſeveral Congregations, is conſiſtent with 
one Communion , may be granted, when the prudence 
of Governours ſees it fit and expedient, But Mr.Zum- 
phry's projet, which TI perceive you are nibling-at.,. of - 
making a National Church by an A& of Parliament, 
which ſhould declare Presbyterians, Independants, &c. 
to be Parts of the National Church, is certainly the 
cunningeſt way of curing Schiſm, that ever was thought: 
on: but you may find that expedient for Union /at 
large conſidered in the Vindication -of the Defence 
of Dr.$ti/. | 
And 
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And thus Sir I proceed to your Third Letter, and 
here you run nothing but and Lees; and I hope 
you will not think it-any of you, if I do not 
anſwer you Paragraph by Paragraph, as I have done 
your firſt Letter , there being little new in this , but 
only a Repetition of your old Queries : and though 
you know Repetitions are very convenient to lengthen a 
Sermon, there is no need of ſuch Arts to lengthen this 
Anſwer, which is too longalready. 
Your firſt Charge upon me is, that I only amuſe 


People with Equivocal Words and Terms : that I play zre 3. 
with the words, Church and Schiſm ; which had been no p- 16- 


fault, had I played the right way with them, that is, had 
I ridiculed them, as you do, who think them words on» 
Iy fit tobe played with , who have-found out a Church 


- Without any Government, which is, only as Intreague ,, ,- 


between Cleroy-men on all fides, who will not allow 


Church to be Schiſm , but place Schiſm wholly in want of 
Charity , and make it nothing elſe but ſome Diviſions 
and tentions between the Members of the fame 
Church,who ſtill live in Communion with one another ; 
a true Independent Notion to juſtifie cauſeleſs Separa- 
tions. Diviſionsin the Church are certainly very Sinful, 
anda degree of Schiſm, as unnatural, as if the Mem- 
bers of the ſame Body ſhould fight: with each other, 
while they are United to the fame Body; but todivide 
from the ſame Body is the perfeftion of Scniſm, unleſs 
a quarrel be a Rent and Schiſm, but Separation: be 
none. 

You deſire me to define, what I mean by a Church, 
when conſidered as Catholick and Univerſal, and when 
taken'in a more reſtrained ſenſe! - But*this,*Þ think 'T 
have done already; if you had eyes to\fee it; and yorr 
may find it done 'morelargely in'the' Defence of __ 

F ut 


canſeleſs Separation from a Sound part of the Catholick ,, ,, 


P- 18. 


P- 19. 
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But would not any Man, who had ever ſeen thisdiſcourſe, 
which: you undertake to-confute, wonder to hear you 
ask me; whether a Maw has a right to be of a particular 
Church as he is a Chriſtian; when the whole delign-of 
that Trad is to prove,that wo Chriſtian. by being fo, 
is a Member of the Catholick Church, and has a night 
to Communicate with all ſound parts of the Cathal 
Church, and bound to Communicate with that-part af 
it, in which he lives ? | 
In the next place you attempt to prove, that the 
Influences and Operations of the Holy Spirit, are not 
confined to the Viſible, but Invifable Church: bur. gat 
to examine your proof of it, which is nothing ta'the 
purpoſe, you may conſider,” that the Viſible and. Invi 
ſible Church on Earth are not two, but one Church ; 
not that every Member of the Viſible Church is a 
Member alſo of the Inviſible, that is., every profeft 
Chriſtian is not a- true Believer ; but whoever is.not.a 
Member of the Viſible Church, and does not live in 


Communion with it, when it may be had, is not, 


that we know of ,, a Member of the Inviſible 
Church. 


We have no way to prove, that any Man is a Memse- 


ber of the Inviſible, who is not a Member of the Viſi-- 
ble Church ; and what we do not, and cannot know , 
does not concern us ; ſecret things belong to God, and 
with him it becomes us to leave them, But this alſo 
you may find more largely diſcourſt in the Vindication 
of the Defence. | 

You urge the caſe of Pope Yifor , who, as you ſay, 
in a Council or full repreſentative of that Church, ex- 
communicated the poor Afians upon the Paſchal Contro- 
verly. 4nd that each Church was far hb from owns 
ing, each-others Memlers for their own What ſhould the 


poor Lay-Chriſtians do in this divided State 2 could they 


not 


> . £ e# 

wet Communicate with both, or either, without danger 
chifm themſelves 2 | , 
© Auf. Tt 1s an eafte matter to put hard Cafes, almoft 
about any thing ; and if a particular hard Caſe, which 
either poſſibly happen, or has ſometimes happen- 
ed, is tent to overthrow a ſtanding and general 
Rule, and to confute the moſt plain and convincing 
Evidence for it, there is nothing in Religion can be 
firm and ftable. In the very fame manner Men Di- 
fpute againſt the Being of a God , and a Providence, 
againſt the neceſlity of Baptiſm, and the Lords Sup- 
per, againſt the Apoſtolical Power and Miniſtry, and 
al! Church- Government, againſt the neceſſity of Be- 
jeving many fundamental Articles of our Faith , be- 
cauſe 'many, otherwiſe very good Men, from the 
Power and Prejudice of Education, or through weakneſs 
of underftanding, may be guilty of ſame damnable He- 


©''But" muſt there be no ſtanding Laws of Rules, be- 
caitſe there may happen ſome hard and difficult Caſes 2 
Dves not humane Power make Proviſion againſt ſuch 
Caſes by Courts of Chancery, or the Prerogative of the 
Prince, and yet maintain the Authority and Sacredneſs 
of Laws? And will we not allow God himſelf a Power 
of Diſpenfing with Laws in hard Cafes, without deſtroy. 
ing the Authority of his Laws? Is not Church-Com- 
munion a neceſſary Duty , becauſe it may ſo happen, . 
that " ſometimes T cannot Communicate with, any 
Church ? Ts not Schifma very grievous.and damning fin, 
becauſe it may happen, that Men may be unavoidably, 
mnocently, and without a Schiſmatical mind, engaged 
in a Schiſm ? 
1 have evidently proved the neceſſity. of Church- 
| Unity and Communion', and the” evil and danger of 
Schiſm ; and if you catianſwer the Sctipture-Evidence 
| F 2 pro- 
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produced in this Cauſe, I will carefully conſider it ; 
but it is no confutation of a plain Law , to urge hard 
Caſes againſt it , which will overthrow all Laws, that 
ever were made. If you imagine, or can produce 
any real Caſe, wherein it is almoſt-impoſſible for the 
Perſons concerned to know , that they are guilty of 
Schiſm , or to diſcover on which fide the Schiſm lies, 
or to avoid it - without renouncing all Communion 
with the Church , which courſe ſoever they take, I 
leave all ſuch Caſes to God, who knows, when it is 
fit to diſpence with his own Laws ; and will take care 
of my own buy according to Scripture-Rules , and 
not hope to juſtifie the ordinary breach of known Laws 
by ſome extraordinary Caſes. 04 "_r 

And yet the Caſe, which you propoſe, is not ſo un- 
anſwerable a difficulty, as you imagine. Several Coun- 
cils in Paleſtine, in Rome., in Pontus , and other p 
Determine the Celebration of Eaſter on the day of the 
Reſurreftion , not on the Fourteenth Day of the 
Month , which was the Jewiſh Paſſover , (which. di- 
ſpute you call a Miſtake in Arithmetick , but for what 
reaſon I know not) the Biſhops of Afa at the ſame 
time decree the obſervation of Eaſter on the Four» 
teenth Day , whatever Day of the week it fell on , ac- 
cording to the Ancient Obſervation of the  Afran. 
ms my _ _ _ —_ to. ſeveral 

iſhops very bitterly againſt them, and was. very de- 
firous As them ' Þr...mocth waa , and did —_ 
as in him lay, denounce the Sentence againſt them, 

But this was ill reſented by other Biſhops in Come 
munion with him ; and particularly Irexeus. wrote a 
Letter to him about it, and earneſtly diſſwades him 
from it , and did prevent it from taking effe&, if we 
will believe Exſebjus. So far is it from being true, as 
you aſſert, that Pope Yifor in a Council Excommu- 

nicated 
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own A, which was diſp to. other Biſhops; and 
which he. was forc't:to undo./- :yothat here-was@ (great 
deal of Heat and Warmth, and tendency towards.ia 
Schiſm, butno Schiſm 'followed upon it, among the 
Catholick Churches. nv 

But ſuppoſe Pope Yiitor had Excommunicated the 
Afian Churches ,: and this Excommunication hadtaken 
effect, 'this could not make the 4fen-Churches Schil- 
maticks : for there is a great. deal of difference between 
ing caſt out of the Communion of a Church., and 
forfaking the: Communion of. a Church. - The firſt is - 
matter of; cenſure , ithe {ſecond is our-own- choice ; the 

irſt isan-Eccleſtaſtical Puniſhment, the Second when i 
is cauſeleſs, is Schiſm,” 
dis Cinectes «pple ho. Line Church upon 
-this, had: made a-Separation from the Chuxch of Rome, 
this Excommunication could not make them Schiſma- 
ticks, and therefore any one might ſafely Communi- 
cate with them (rg. ny we. aSchiſm, 

Nor was it a juſt reaſon. for the. Affay Churches to 
have-renounced-the Communion: of--#he - Church: of 
Rome , though om had been Excommunicated by 
Viftor ; for this had been to do as ill a thing as Fifor 
had done , for no other reaſon, but becauſe Pope Yiftor 
had ſet them an example: And. therefore werfind 
Saint Opnler of another temper, when he and - the 
African Biſhops: were threatned- in the: ſame:manner 
by Pope Stephes, upon occaſion of- that warm Diſpute 
about rebaptizing Hereticks. At that very time,in his 
Epiſtle to F=baianus , he declares his reſolution, not to 
break Communion with aty Ghureh.or- Biſhops. upon. 
that account, and therefore not-with-Pope Ms a 

And: 


nicated the 


himſelf, notwithſtanding his raſh and furious Cen 


| (39) | 
And concludes, [that Patience: and: Forbearance was the 
beſt Remedy -in-/fuch 'Caſes,: and therefore . upon rhis 
are TA: he wrote. his Book de bono Patien- 


"Well tune if the AGatick Churches were not Schif- 
maticks, yet Pope Yifor had been a Schiſmatick, had 
he Excommunicated the Churches of Afa, or with- 
drawn -Communnion from /them. And rhis had made 
the caſe of the” Rowan Chriſtians very hard : 'for they 
muſt either "have [fuſpend&d "Communion with both 
theſe divided Churches, and lived without the camfort 
- and advantages of Chriſtian Communion; or they muſt 
have reje&ted the Communion of - their! own 
and'Churches; or have rejefted the Communion of 
Churches of Aſia, or have maintained Communion 
with them both, that is, with two"Separate'Churches, 
which mags; my Principles, is to-Communicate 
in aSchiſm they te-with their own 
Schiſmatical 'Biſhop , this "is fo Communicate in-a 
Schiſm, by Communicating/ with a Schiſmatick; -if 
they Renounce his 'Communion; "when he' impoſes no 
new unlawfut Terms of Communion upon them, this 
is to-Sepatate from a Sound: and Orthodox Church;' for 

ſalkvof v SchiftveticuBiſhop. If rhey'Communieate 
with\the Ohurches of: Aſia, this is tobreak Communion 
wit their own Bifhop-, -who- has Excommunicated 
themP if- they ſeparate from” the Churches of Aja for 
n& other yoaſon-// but becauſe they ure unjuſtly Excom- 
municated;, | this is: to"Separate for /an 'unjuſt.eaviſe, 
which is a Schiſm ;' if they communicate with both, 
they Communicate with two Separate Churches, and 
therefore muſt be Schiſmaticks on one-ſide or other. If 
yolucan find ary more'difficilties in rhis'matter, you 
may. Apdyetafter all this, 1 do believe theChriſtians 
of Rowe might have Communicated both with the Re- 


man 


»an.and tim Churches con 

lieve upootheſe Principles, [ halltriedy potent 
A ber the Berfoual mittens of a Big 

I. That rid oP 
exerciſe of Eccleraftical Cenſures,, cannet- mnyelye a 
whole Church in the guilt of Schiſm,..though, it 
make him: a Schiſmanck : and certaialy {ines Bilhops 
are but, Men, and Subje&-to.the- like ons and in+ 
Fro that other men are,! it. would beg: very;hard 

caſe,, if his perſonal Sahiſme ſhould be; impuzcd-49:the 

whole Church. 

Though the Riſhop have the chief Authori 
Church, yex.it is hardito ſay, tharevery abuſe Aon 
thoricy is the A& of the whole! Church-;. antl-therefori 
the. Church may not. be. when the Bithop 
is; and it is. poſſible to Communicate with a Church) 
whoſe Biſhop is a Schiſmatick, without Communizatiog 
inthe Schiſm. | And thereigge though'/iffer had Sebil- 
matically Excommu in Hon Churches; the 
Chriſtians of Ame at-t have Canithuni 
ER LOBES of Nope gedonn partaking, in 
Viftors Schaſm. 

For, tho a. particular Church-Society conſiſts nthat 
Relation , which is between-the Biſhop.and his Clergy 


and People, yet-it is poſſible , that the/Biſhop in theiex- - 


erciſe of his Authority may violate the Fundamental 
Laws of Communion, on which the Chriſtians of ſuch 
a Church unite into-one Body, and Society : and! when 


he does ſo, it being. an abuſe of his Epiſcopal Authos. - 
rity, it is his perſonal fault , which cannot; affe& the - 


whole Church. 
The caſe is very plain, where there is an Eſtabliſhed 


conſtitution in a Church (as it is in the Church of Zxg-- 


land) which obliges the Biſhops as well as 


For ſhould any E»g/iſ6 Biſhop require any thing of his- 


Clergy 
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Clergy or People , which is contrary to theEſtabliſh't 
Laws and Canons of the Church , or ſhould-exerciſe 
any Authority in Cenſures and Excommunications , 
which is not allowed him by thoſe Canons , this can 
in no ſenſe be called the A of the Church , nor is any 
one bound to obey him in it; and though ſuch a Bi- 
ſhop ſhould do any Schiſmatical Aft, the Church is 
not Schiſmatical , becauſe he did not purſue the Laws 
of 'the Church, in what hedid, but gratified his own 
Humour-and Paſſion:- -If the Church: indeed Unites 
upon Schiſmatical Principles, as the Novatians and Do- 
atiſts did, whatever the Biſhops do in purſuance of 
ſuch Principles is the Adtof the Church ; and if the Bi- 
ſhops be Schifmaricks, the Church is 1s too; ' but when 
there is nothing Schiſmatical in theConſtitution of the 
Church', 'the perſonal Schiſm of Biſhops cannot make 
their Churches Schiſmatical. 

And though the Primitive Churches before the Em- 
pire turned Chriſtian had not fach' a Firm and Legal 
Conſtitution, as the Church of Exgland now has,yet a 
Conſtitution they had , which conſiſted either of Apo- 
ſtolical Rules handed down by Tradition, and confirmed 
by long cuſtom and uſage, or the Canons of particular 
Counals; which-in ordinary cafes made ſtanding Laws 
of \Diſtipline' and Government , and in extraordinary 
caſes provided for new Emergent difficulties ; and ante- 
cedently to all theſe pofitive-Conſtitutions , they were 
all under'the obligation of that great Law of Catho- 
lick Communion.  'So that the Government of the 
Church ſince the Apoſtles-days , was never ſo intrrely 
in the Biſhops Breaſt, that what he did , ſhould be 
thought the A&t of the Church, any farther than as 
he complied. with thofe Laws , by which the Church 
was to be Governed : and therefore there was reaſon - 

| thoſe 
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thoſe days to diſtinguiſh between the A of the Buhop 
andthe Att of the Church. | 

As to ſhew you this particularly in the caſe before us. 
The Church of Rome from the time of the Apoſtles had 
obſerved Eaſter on the day of the Reſurre&ion, which is 

. the firſt day of the week, or the Lords day , the Afar 
Churches onthe x 4th day of the Month; and there- 
fore the Biſhop of Rome, according to the Laws of that 
Church, might require all the Members of his Church, 
to obſerve Eaſter according to the uſage of the Church 
of ' Rome, and might regularly inflict Church-Cenfures 
upon the obſtinate and refratory ; and this would be 
accounted the Act of the Church, becauſe it was in pur- 
ſuance of the Laws and Conſtitutions of it. * But there 
was no Canon , nor Cuſtom in the Church of Rome, 
to deny Communion to Foreign Churches , who ob- 
ſerved their own Cuſtoms in this matter , and would 
not -conform to the Cuſtom of the Church .of Rome. 
Nay, there was the Practiſe and Example of Former 

ÞTimes againſt it; for Anicetus Biſhop of Rome received 
Polycarp, an Afian Biſhop, to Communion, though they 
could not agree about this matter. And therefore when 
Vitor Schiſmatically Excommunicated "the Aftan 
Churches for this different. obſervation of Eaſter , it 
was his Perſonal A& , not the At of the Church of 
Rome , which had no ſuch Law , and owned no ſuch 
Cuſtom : and therefore _ this might make Pope 
Viftr a Schiſmatick , it could not make the Church of 
Rome Schiſmatical; the guilt went no farther than 
Viftors Perſon , unleſs other Perſons voluntarily "made 
themſelves guilty , by abetting and eſpouſing the 
Quarrel. | 

So that had Yifor perſiſted in his Excommunica- 
tion of the Afatick Churches, none had been guilty 
of Schiſm but himſelf , and ſuch as approved, _ _ 

G nt 
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ſeated to it , but the Body of the Clergy and People, 
who had not conſented unto it, had been Innocent, 
and therefore any Catholick peaceable Chriſtian , who 
lived in Rome in thoſe Days , might have Communica- 
ted with rhe Church of Rome without Schiſm. 

The like may be ſaid of the Quarrels and Contro- 
verſies of particular Biſhops , which have ſometimes 
ended in formal Schiſms , and: denouncing Excommu- 
nication againſt each other; which cannot make their 
Churches Schiſmatical, any further than they take 
part with their reſpe&tive Biſhops. For this is rather 
a Perſonal Schiſm and Separation , than a Church 
Schiſm; neither of them Separate from the Commu- 
nion of the Church , under the Notion of fuch a 
Church, though they Separate om each others Com- 
munion upon ſome perſonal Quarrels. 

This was the Caſe of St. Chryſoſtom and Epiphanins, 
and ſome other Biſhops in thoſe days, which were Ca- 
tholick Biſhops, and maintained Communion with the 
Catholick Church ; but yet Separated from each other, 
which is a very great fault, as all Contentions and 
Diviſions in the Church are , but has not the Evil and 
Deſtructive Nature of a Church Schiſm. 

But you will fay, can we Communicate with a 
Church without Communicating with its Biſhop 2 or 
can we Communicate with a Schiſmatical Biſhop, with- 
out Communicating in his Schiſm ? 

I Anſwer, Yes, we may Communicate with a Schif. 
matical Biſhop, without Communicating in his Schifm. 
When Schiſm is his perſonal fault , our Communion 
with him makes us no more guilty of it, than of any 
other Perſonal fault, our Biſhop is guilty of, While we 
take care to Communicate with him in no'Schiſmati- 
cal Aft, no Man is bound to forſake the Communion 
of the Church for the Perſonal faults of his Biſhop. 


So 
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So that the Rowan Chriſtians might Communicate 
with the Church of Rome without Schiſm , notwith- 
ſtanding Pope YViftors Schiſmatical Excommunication 
of the Afavr Churches. And new the only difficulty 
that remainsis, whether the Chriſtians of Rome might 
have Communicated with the Afratick Churches not- 
withſtanding Yifor had Excommunicated them , for if 
they could not , then they muſt inevitably partake in 
Vittors Schiſm , if his ſentence obliged them to deny 
Communion to the Afran Churches. And in anſwer to 
this we may conſider. 

2. That thoſe , who Condemned the Excommuni- 
cation of the Afran Churches, did in ſo doing own their 
Communion , which is one way , and the Principal 
way of maintaining Communion, between Churches at 
a Diſtance , who cannot aftually Communicate with 
each other. 

3. That Yor being the Biſhop of Rome , who had 
the ſupteme Authority of receiving in, or ſhutting out 
of the Communion of that Church, if any Perſons of 
the Afan Communion had come to Rome , private 
Chriſtians could not receive them into the Communi- 
on of the Church without the Biſhops Authority , and 
therefore could not aQtually- Communicate with them 
in the publick Offices of Religion, though they owned 
their Communion ; butthis is no more their fault, than 
the Excommunication of the 4frav Churches was ; they 
Communicate with their own Church , and would be 
very ghd that the 4fravs, that are among them, might 


be received intoCommunnion , but they have no Au- 


thority to do it, and therefore the fault is not theirs , 
for this is not to Renounce the Communion of the A4- 


fan Chriſtians, but is only a forc't Suſpenſion of Com, 
| vet into After, 
I 


4K the Chriſtians of Rome ſhould 
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[ doubt not , but- that they might very lawfully Com- 


 municate with the Afar Churches, notwithitanding 


they were Excommunicated by the Biſhop of Reme. 
For the Biſhop of Rome had no juſt cauſe to Excom- 
municate the Biſhops and Churches of 4fra, and there- 
fore the Sentence is void of it ſelf; and the Romas 
Chriſtians when they are in 4fa, are not under the Au» 
thority and Juriſdiftion of the Biſhop of Rome , and 
therefore muſt not forbezr nor ſuſpend Communion 
with the 4fran Churches , unleſs they will juſtifie this 
Schiſmatical Excommunication. 'The Juriſdiction of a 
particular Biſhop is confined within the Bounds of his 
own Church , and every Chriſtian is Subje& to the Au- 
thority of the Church where he is; and therefore though 
the Roman Chriſtians at Rome cannot receive the Ex- 
communicated 4frans to their Communion without the 
Authority of their Biſhop , yet when they are in 4fa, 
where the Biſhop of Rome has no Authority over them, 
they may and ought to joyn themſelves to the Com- 
munion of the Afran Churches , - during their abode a» 
mong them, if the Afrans would receive them without 
Commendatory Letters from their Biſhop , which 
they could not have in ſuch a caſe as this. 

Thus Sir , I have conſidered the Caſe you put about 
Pope Yiftors Excommunicating the A4fav Churches , 
which is not a real, but a feigned Caſe, tor there was no- 
aftual Schiſm upon it , as I perceive ſome body had told 
you, there was. And yet ſuppoſing it had been fo , I 
have ſhewn you, how .the Roman and 4fian Churches 
might have maintained Communion with each other, 
and that the caſe of private Chriſtians was not ſo deſpe- 
rate, as you repreſent it. 

Your following exceptions concerning National 
Communion , and National Churches, and the poſlibi- 
lity that there ſhiould be ſeveral Sound and Orthodox 


_ parts 
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parts of the Church at” the ſame place, have been ſuffi 
ciently conſidered already : agd you twit me fo often 
with my repetitions , that though I find you want. ve- 

frequent repetitions to .make you underſtarid the 
plaineſt ſence , yet I will for my Readers fake and my 
own, corre( that fault. 

Your attempt to prove Congregational Churches p. 24. 
from 1 Cor. 14. 23. has been fo otten anſwered, by 
the Presbyterian as well as Epiſcspal Divines , that to 
fave my ſelf the labour of tranſcribing; - I ſhall reſet 
you to them , and particularly to the Defence of 'Dy. 
Still. Unr. of For p. 392. Sc, where'you may find 
this matter largely debated, in anſwer to Dr. Owen's O. 
riginal of Churches. - | Yan 

You ſay, it is. evident that one of theſe (Separate 
Churches) muſt needs be cut off from Chriſts Body. T , 
readily grant it; for Chriſt has but one Body , which 5 
is one Communion ; and therefore two Churches, 
which are not in Communion with eachother , cannot 
both belong to the ſame Body , or the one Catholick 
Church ; but the Church which is the Schiſmatick, ac- 
cording to the Language of the Primitive times, is out 
of the Catholick Church, extra Ecclefiam foris, as is dif- 
courſt at large in the Vindication of | the Defence. 

In the next place you endeavour ' to make me cons 
tradidt my ſelf, in talking of occaſtonal Communion 'and 
occaſional Memberſhip , and different Relations , when 
elſe-where I aſſert, 7hat the. Communion of the Church does 
ot make us Members of any particalar Church: But pray 
Sir, where do Iaſlert this? /;1-am ure I affertthe-quire 
contrary, that Church-Communion conſiſts in Church- 
Memberſhip. I fay indeed, That Church-Communion Pri- 
marily and Principally refers to the Univerſal Church, not”, , of 
to any particular Churchor Society of Chriſtians. That'@ c:f.s.p.13, 
Member is a Member of the whole Body ; wat imeerly''of "+ 

any 
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axy part of it. at Baptiſm, which u the Sacrament 
s.. A into the C Fs of God, and the C wy 
niou of the Church , does not make us Members of any pars 
ticular Church, as ſuch , but of the Univerſal Church. 
And I do as plainly aſſert , that every true Catholick 
Chriſtian is a Member of the Univerſal Church , and as 
ſuch is a Member of every particular Church , which is a 
ſound part of the Unrverſal Church. That no Man can 
properly be faid to Communicate with any Church, 
whatever Atts of Communion he may perform in it, 
who does not Communicate with it as a Member, and 
that therefore to talk of Orcaſtonal Communion , in the 
ſenſe of our Diſſenters , is as abſurd as to talk of a» Oc- 
caſtonal Memberſhip ; theſe are the very Principles on 
p.39 Which I diſpute- againſt thoſe 'abfurd Diſtin&tions of 
conſtant and occafonal Communion ; which I confeſs to 
be abſurd, and a Contradiftion to all the Principles of 
Catholick Communion, and therefore you are concerned 
to anſwer this abſurdity, not I, I have charged this ab- 
furdity upon our Occaſional Communicants , and let 
any man take it off, that can. 
+ But are you not Sir, admirably qualified to Anſwer 
Books , without ſo much as underſtanding the general 
ſcope and deſign ofthe Book you Anſwer,without know- 
ing what makes for you or againſt you? 

As:for your next Queſtion, Z7ow does it appear ? 
that it is meceſſary to: Communion with the -Catholick 
Church, that we maſt perform the conſtant Atts of Com- 
munion #4 that«parn"df the-Carbolick Charch , where me 
conftantlylive. ' Y ou-ought inſtead of asking this Queſti- 
ori,"to have ſhown 4 that wharproofs'Ihave'alleadped 
for this are not concluſive , ordo not ſufficiently prove 
the thing ; - but your Queſtion jnſinvares, that T have 
kid tathingat alf about ir, or ler? that you dþnot 
knaw;-thard have thbugh'it be the Prmapel —_ 

| . @ 
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of that diſcourſe, and then T am a very careleſs writer, 
or youa very careleſs Reader. But the Anſwer to.it in 
ſhort is this, That every Chriſtian is Bound to live in 
Communion with the Catholick Church, no Man lives 
in Communion with the Church, who does not perform 
the External viſible Acts of Communion , when he 
may do it without fin ; The whole Catholick Church 
being but one Communion, whoever Communicates 
with any ſound part of it, Communicates with the 
whole ; no Man can ordinarily Communicate in a 
Church, in which* he does not ordinarily live, and 
therefore if he be bound at all to the External and vi- 
fible Afs of Communion, he muſt perform them in 
the Church wherein he lives, and in ſodoing, if it be 
a true Catholick Church, he lives in Communion with 
the whole Catholick Church. | 

But you attempt to prove , That you are not bound to 
Communicate ſo much as ſometimes with a ſound part of 4, 
the Catholick Church, becauſe you lirve where there is ſuch 
an one. 

And this you prove from Mr. Chillingworth's Autho- 
rity , who fays , that if you (ſpeaking to the Papiſts) 
require the belief of any Error among the conditions of 
your Communion , our Obligation to Communion with you 
_ ceaſeth. Now is not this an admirable proof, that we 
_ are not bound toCommunicate with a ſound: part of 
the Church, where we live ,- becapſe we are not bound 
to Communicate with an erroneous Church , which 
impoſes the belief of her Errours as Terms of Com- 
munion ? Is not this a wonderful found Church > And 
are not you a-very ſubtil Arguer ? 

You produce another paſſage of Mr. Chillingworth, 
by which I cannot tell what you intend to prove, un-- 
lek it be, that there isno need, there ſhould be any 
External or Viſible Church-Society , ſo Men do _— 

pro 
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Profeſs the Faith of Chriſt ; which ſcems to be the 
ſence of your foregoing Paragraph. But the words are 
theſe; 1 believe our Saviour ever fince his Aſcenſion, 
hath had in ſome place or other a Viſible true Church on 
Earth, I mean , a Company of Men , that profeft at leaſt 
ſo much as was neceſſary to Salvation ; and I believe there 
will be ſome where or other ſuch a Church to the Worlds 
end. This is his anſwer to that Popiſh Queſtion about 
the perpetuity of the Viſible Church ; whereby it appears, 
that this Company of Men he ſpeaks of , are not ſingle 
and ſcattered Individuals, which are no Viſible Church, 
but he means a Formed and Viſible Church-Society : 
and his Anſwer is true, though there were never. a 
ſound Church in the World. For a corrupt Church, 
which retains all the Eſſentials of Faith and Worſhip, 
'i5a true Viſible Church , and this is the meaning of 
Mr. Chillingworth's Anſwer ; but how this proves, that 
there is no need there ſhould be any Viſible Church at 
all, or that Chriſtians are not bound to aftual Com- 
munion with the ſound and Orthodox Church where- 
in they live, is paſt my underſtanding. 
At the ſame rate you detend your ſelf againſt me in 
your Preface, by.the Authority of thoſe two excellent 


Saint Pauls. Dr. Stilling fleet had aſſerted, That all 
things neceſſary to Salvation , are plain in Scripture, to 
all that fincerely endeavour to underſtand them ; hence 
S.C. infers, That the Governours of our Church have 'uo 
Authority to teach Truth, or to condemn Errours, and'all 
Anſwer to the People are become Prophets , and all their. Articles, 
me Conſtitutions , and Ordinances , have been compoſed" and 
nag ID. enjoyned Ly an uſurped Authority; and-if he had added, 
as he might have done with the ſame reaſon, And all 
Church-Communion 'is needleſs, it had been- exa&tly 
what you aim at in this Citation. The Dr, vindicates 


his 
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his Doftrne from ſuch a wr yam Auger; inference. 
I, 77P the intention e Principles, 

ol a4 ly to lay down the Foundations of a Form 
Fait in the Communion of our Church. And if 
this was his deſign , as he ſays, it was, certainly he 
could neither before nor after ſay any thing , which, 
ſhould overthrow the neceſſity of Church-Commu- 
nion ; and then he can fay nothing me, nor for 
you. 2. He iſhes between rhe neceſſaries to 
Salvation , and to the Government of the Church : that 
ts, what is neceſſary for every Chriſtian, conſidered in , ,. 
a ad wen Capacity to know and believe , to make him * 

le of Salvation ; and what care the Church muſt 

e to inſtrutt the ignorant , to ſatisfie the dl ; = 
FETs al, ado he the _ on 
e ty out ſjajſety, wot parety ft 
of arr perſons , but kg of it ſelf ; which 2-00 
without prudent Orders 7 the bounds of 
ts, &cc. i. e. though it is poſſible for 
» who lives alone,” and has the uſe of 
Bible in «Language which he underſtands, by dili- 
and honeſt inquiries to find out ſo much truth, as 


S ablolutely to Salvation , yet this does not 
overthrow the neceſity of a fetled dp + 
gular Authority in the Church ; all this 1 t 
to, and yet do as firmly believe the neceſlity of 


Communion, when it may be had upon Lawful Terms, 


and ſo pores x54 ——— 
1 cannot upon your is Authority a- 
me, to have any other to affront the 


for his excellent Pains in vindicating the Com- 
munion,of our Church, ' and people the Evil 
and Danger of Separation. He has ently decre 
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lick Church then, and the Communion of . Saints , no part 
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Lnced not concern my ſelf any farther to prove that he 
is not my Adverfary in this Cauſe. 

At the ſame rate you. deal with that great May (as 
you deſervedly call him ) Dr. 7illotſon, who ſays, 7 
bad much rather perſwade any one to be a good Man, than 
to be of any Party and denomination of Chriſtians whatſo- 
ever ; for I doabt not but the belief of the Ancient Creed, 
provided we entertain nothing that is deſtruftive of it, 
together with agood life , will certainly ſave a Man ; and 
without this, noman can have reaſonable hopes of Salvation, 
xo not in an Infallible Church , if there were any ſuch to 
be found in the World. How does this oppoſe me , who 

ert the neceſſity of Church-Communion? Is the Catho- 


of our Creed ? and is not Schiſm deſtruftive to theſe 
great Articles of our Faith ? or is Schiſm, which is the 
breach of Chriſtian Charity properly ſo called (which. - 
is the Love and Charity , which the Members ofthe 
fame Body, ought to have for each other , \and:cori- 
ſiſts in Unity and Communion ) conſiſtent with! a 
good Life, if by that we underſtand an Univerſal g 
neſs , of which Charity is the moſt vital -and 


part ? ' F- 4] \ =P 

But do you indeed think, Sir, that the Dean believes 
a Man may be ſaved without Communion with -any 
Church, when it may be had without Sin 2 when in 
the very next Paragraph he ſo earneſtly exhorts them 
ta Communion with the Church of Egland 2 'T canea- 
ſily forgive your uſage of 'me, ſince I find you cannot 
Read.the beſt Books without perverting ,-.and 
that you never ſpare any Mans Reputation to ſerve 
your Deſignes: for your Reproaches and your Com- 
mendatioas are but diflereat ways of abuſe , ph 1 
confeſs, I ſhould rather chuſe to be reproached by 


you. 


Your 
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Your laſt Conſideration is', whether- it be: a good 


- 


Danning a Sin, as Murder. or Adultery. Truly Sir," Sy. 25 
Gpridh and St. Auſtin , and all the Ancient Fathers of 
the Church, thought this a very good way , for they 
inſiſted very much upon this A t; and if Men 
will not forfake their Schiſm , though the Salvation of 
their Souls be endangered by it, I am apt-tothink, that 
noother Arguments will perſwade them. And if this 
be true (as I verily believe it is, and ſhallbelieve , 
till I ſee the Third Chapter of the Vindication of the 
Defence: of Dr. $/i/. fairly anſwered) I think it the 
teſt Charity in the World , to warn Men of it; 
and if it ſhould prove by their perverſeneſs no 
tothem, it is Charity to my own Soul , and delivers 
me from the guilt of their Bloud , whether ſuch Do- 
&rine Preach Men into, or out of, the Church, 
And now for your parting Blow. Certainly if our 
Church required Conformity to its Rites and Ceremonyes 
as mecefſary to Satvation, It could not blame Men for di- 
ding from it. Tes certainly upon ſucha Suppaſition, 
the could and _ any «money be 
ang* 96 wer u may might not deſerve to 
be blamed : for no doubt , the more- acceſiry the 
Church judges her Conſtitutions , the more the will 
Dame Dice wi qo 
But be, who tells ws , or he ſaves nothing , that the db 
| we Spirit - confines this Influences and Operations to :uhe 
Tnit yof the Church in ſuch Conformity , not only mokes 
ſuch Conformity neceſſary to Salvation , but imputes to the 
Church the Damnation - of many Thouſands of Sqws , 
awho might expeit to be | ſaved: :;ngon other Term). 
That the! Divine Spiric confines; this; anfluences 
(-ordinarily-) - to che Unity of - #he - Chyrch- J/\do 
aſſert, but that this is in Conformity to the Church 
H 2 of 


way to- convert Schiſmaticks, to prove that Schiſm i as Liter 2; 
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England, 1 do not affert. © For Conformity to the 
urch of Exgland is not Eſſential to the Unity of the 

Catholick Church : for every Church has authority to 

preſcribe its own Rites and Ceremonies of Worſhip, 

in Conformity to- the general Rules of the Goſpel. 

And therefore though the Unity of the Church is 

neceſiary to intitle Men to the ordinary influences of 

Gods Grace, and conſequently is neceſſary to Salvation, 

yet Conformity to the Church of England is not necef- 

fary to the Unity of the Church , becauſe Chriſtians 
who- live under the Government and Juriſdiftion of 
other Churches , may and do preſerve the Unity of the 

Church without conformity to the Church of Exg/and. 

Obedience indeed, and Subjeftion to Church-Authority 

in all Lawful things, is neceſſary to the Unity of the 

Church, and to Salvation, and conſequently it 

is a neceſſary Duty to conform to all the Lawful and 

Innocent Cuſtoms of the Church wherein we live ; but 

this does not make the particular Laws of Conformity, . 

which are different in different Churches , to be neceſ-. 

fary to Salvation, unleſs you will fay the Church has. 

-ao Authority but only in things abſolutely necef- 

fary to Salvation ; which deſtroys all the external Or-. 

der and Diſcipline of the Church , and charges all the 

Churches in the World , with deſtroying Mens Souls, 

if any perſons be ſo Humorſom and Peeviſh as to break 

Communion with: them. for ſuch Reaſons. But ſuch. 

kind of Cavils as theſe, you may find anſwered at 

in the Vindication of the Defence; and thither I 

you, if you deſire to ſee any more of it. 

Fhus Sir, I have with- great patience anſwered your 
Queſtions, not that they: needed or deſerved any An- 
fwer, but that you might not think your ſelf too much. 
deſpiſed ,. nor other'weak People think your 1ons 


{531 
unanſwered. And now I have given you an Anſwer, I 
ſhall take the Confidence to' give-you a littleGhoſtly 
Counſel too, which you agreatdeal more than an 
Anſwer. [| 162149 

I have not troubled my Head to inquire Scrupultouf- 
ly, who you are , nor do Tufe to truſt Common Fame 
in fuch matters ; but though I know not you; 'yet I 


ten heard me with great Satisfation , and as you hope not 
without edifying therehy, I think it would have become 
you to have treated me with a little more Civility 
than you have done, if it be in your Nature to be Civil 
toa Clergy-Man. And I wiſh more for your own'ſake, 
than for mine, you had done ſo ; for I thank God T 
have learnt' not only by the precepts and example of 
my great Maſter, but by frequent Tryals,togo through 
good Report and. evil Report, and to bear the moſt-in-. 
vidious and Spightful Refleftions-with an equal mind. 
Bus as contemptible as a Clergy-Man is. now, theſe 
things will be accounted for er day. 

For it is very evident , that you have a great Spight 
at the whole Order , whatever perſonal kindneſs you 
may have for ſome Men they are' but «Herd of | Cler- 
gy-mew'; and you know no' other uſe of 'n Biſhop',' but 


beyond their due Bounds, | confeſs this way. of Railery 
| $x.oms very faſhionable , and- I. perceive 'you/ are re- 
ſolved to' be 'in' the Mode, | and to be an accompliſht 
Gentleman ; but I never knew a manthat was ſeriouſly 
religious , who durſt. aftront the Servants for their:Ma- 


| | ers fake. | 
But you Sir,,. are- in-the very height of tlie faſhion, 
CE andy as ahcogfres bes juries 200 Jad 
ONS y are thought to be: you to 
without underſtanding the Notion of Church-Government ds 


"tis. 


perceive you know me ; and if as you fay; you bave of 


to overſee, admoniſh , and Cenſure thoſe, who are. apt to preface, 


[54] 
'tis intreagued by Clergy-men of all fades. And I ho 
you may Gd wichout Nor Tor a great i 
other | things - beſides Church-Government , or elſe I 
doubt your Salvation may be hazardous. 

But this is too plain a contempt of all Church-Au- 
thority ; for though the Church of Rome has uſutpt an 


_ unlimited and Tyrannical Power 'under the Notion: of 


Riſol. of 
Caſes,p.39. 


Church-Government, yet what has the Sownd Church 
of England (as you own it ): done > What occaſion did 
I give for thisCenſure > who have expreſly confined 
the Exerciſe of Church- Authority to Church-Communion, 
to receiving in , and putting out of the Church, And if 
the Church be no Society, I would deſire to know what 
tis; andif/it be a Society, how can any Society ſub- 
ſiſt without Authority in ſoine Perſons to receive in 
and to ſhut out of the Society? But the truth is, tho 
you pretend to; be m Communion with the Church of 
England , you make the Church it ſelf a very needleſs 
and infigniticant thing , for you know no neceſſity; bf 
Communicating with any Church , you will not 


-it to be Schiſm to __— from the Church , you 


think it a 'ptetty indifferent thing, whether Men be 
Baptized or.not, -0rby who they are Baptized: what 
your Opigion is about the Sacrament of the Lords Sup- 
per I-do not know, though if you are conſiſtent with 
yourſelf] doubt that isa very indiffcreat Ceremony too. 

Truly to deal-plainly with you, 1 think you (have 


; More necd to: bettaught:yout Catechiſm than to fet -up 
\ fora Writer of Books; and let me in time warn you, 


what che conſequence of this way you are in , 5 likely 
to be, which is no leſs than a contempt of all revealed 


6d inſtituted Religion, add conſequently of Chriſti- 
- flity,// "Natural Religion: may f@bſlt without-atry poſi- 
+52 lafliratgons, but revealed Religion: never did , and 


never-can; for when God Tranſadts with Mankind in 
the 
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the way of a Viſble Covenant; there muſt be ſome Vi-. 
ſible Miniſters , and Viſible Sacraments of this Cove- 
nant.' : And when the Evangelical Miniſters and Sacra- 
ments fall into eonterppt ,; Mea muſt think meanly of 
Chriſtianity , and return' to; what: they: call natural. 
Religion, which is a Religion -without a Prieſt and 
without a Sacrifice ; which cannot ſave a Sinner ;- but 
by uncovenanted Grace and Mercy ;- which no Mag 
can be ſure of ,. and which-ao Man ſhall find;  who-re-. 
ts a Prieſt and Sacrifice of Gods providing, | 
. And toconvince you of this, you may oblerve, that 
the contempt of the Notion of -a Church, of the Evan- 
gelical Prieſthood and Sacraments, is originally owing. 
to.Deiſts and Socinians , to thole who protels to believe 
in God, - and to worſhip him according to the Laws 
_ of natural Religion, but believe nothing at all of 
- Chriſt ; or tothoſe, who profeſs to believe in Chriſt, 
but believe him only to be a meer Man , and a great 
Reformer of Natural _ but make nothing at all 
of his Prieſthood and Sacrifice. It Chriſt be our great 
High Prieſt, and we muſt hope for Salvation only-in 
vertue of his Sacrifice , There muſt be ſome way ap». - 
pointed to apply his Merits and Salvation to us, - and 
this will convince us of. the neceſſity-of Church-Coms 
munion', and. a: viſible Confederation by Sacraments Set Vindic. 
of divine appointment : - But if Chriſt 'came-only as a of the Def. 
reat Prophet to inſtru@ us-more 'perfetly 1n the ©? 3 
Rules of Vertue,- and to-give us, more certain Hopes of 
a future State, ; there. ' cag:be no more- ey of « 
Church aow-, - than there- was' in g-State- of: Nature. 
Chriſtians may aſſociate , if they pleaſe, for Atts of 
publick worſtup , and they may break Company, when 
they pleaſe , without apy d ; and the Evangelical. 
Sacraments; cn / be only - 6g - Ceremonies, 
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which may be uſed or let alone , as every one likes 
beſt | | 


At this Rate you every where diſcourſe ; and 1 be- 
lieve fo well of our Diſlenters, that though they 
would be glad to be excuſed from the guilt of Schiſm, 
yet they will not thank you, for excuſing them upon 
ſuch Principles, as to undermine Chriſtianity ; 
and I believe ſo well of you, that though you affe&t 
to talk in the modiſh way , yet you do not underſtand 
whither it tends: and I hope this timely Caution may 
prevent your embracing thoſe Principles, whereon 
your Concluſions are Naturally Built. 

Another thing I would warn you of, is,that theſe looſe 
Principles of Church-Communion do not tempt you to 
Schiſm, and State-FaQtionz, which uſually go together. 
You pretend indeed to be in conſtant Cmnonnion 
with the Church of England; but according to the 
Principles of * Letters no Church in the World can 
have any hold of you , every Man is a Communicant 
at his own pleaſure who thinks he may part without 
Sin; And it is much to be ſuſpe&ed, that no Man, 
who is a hearty lover of the Church of Erg/and, can 
make ſuch a Zealous Defence for Diſſenters , who has 
not ſome private reaſons for his Zeal : and when Men 
are not Endeared to each other by one Communion , it 
is tO be feared they are linked together by ſome other 
Common Intereſt. Now ſhould you prove a Schiſma- 
tick, to ſay no worle, it will not excuſe you, how many 
Fine ionsſoever you can ask about it. 

And that which will tly you, is that 
R"I——_ you have of your ſelf: for ſome men are 

wanton as to eſpouſe a Schiſm or Faction only to 
ſhew their Wit in Defending it,” and to make themſelves 
————— Party. I will not ſo much 

«wrong you, as to fay that you have ſhewn any great 
Wit 


[57] 


Wit or Jadgment in this Cauſe ;' but it is "evident to 
every impartial Man,- who'reads your Letters, that 
you have betrayed roo great'a . conceit bf boti.,:and 
that is a great deal tle more dangerous: of the: 'xwo:; 
for true Wit and Judgment will ſecure Men:from thoſe 
miſchiets, which a vain conceit of it betrays them 
£0, ' 

And now Sir, all that I ſhall add, cbneerms your way 
of Writing, which neither becomes a wiſe Man , nor a 
fair Diſputant ; you have not offered any Argument to 
diſprove any one thing TI have faid, you have no where 
ſhewn the weakneſs of my Arguments to prove what 
I undertook, but have at all Adventures askt a great 
many - ions, and generally nothing to the purpoſe. 
Now- it had been eafie' to have askt you as many croſs 
Queſtions , which had been as good an Anſwer to your 
Queſtions, as your Queſtions are to my Diſcourſe; and 
thus People might have gazed on us, and have been ne- 
ver the wiſer. ' For to raiſe a great many difficulties 
onely tends to Scepticiſm, and will never end a Diſpute. 
I am loth to _— of the Proverb, —_ I - not 
thiak the application to. you; but yet it ſhould 
make any Man of me ng of ſuch Methods of 
Diſpute, wherein he may be out-done by a Man of no 
Wit. 

I confeſs I have with ſome regret ſtole time from 


better Employ meng ma r.Letters, but do not 
think my ſelf bound 3b, b often as you think 
fit to give a publick Challenge. This Controverſie , 
if you had pleaſed, might have been ended more pri- 
vately ; which had been leſs trouble to me, though it 
may be you thought it might have been leſs glorious 
to.you hich. I preſume was. your reaſon. of firſt 
ſpreading _ Letter in Writing, and then of Prin- 
ting it. I ſhall not envy + I hadrather con- 

tinue 
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tinue mean and obſcure in a' humble Obedience to- 
rm vacate fm Free del rt 
munphs | to my memory,. by giving the 
leaſt diſturbance to either. Add that you end all fiber 
Chriſtians may be of the ſame mind , is the hearty 
Prayer of, 


$1R, 
_ Tour wery Humble Servant: 


W.S. 
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